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4. UI®q»l'n ^ ^ ^ ^ \>r?R?T ^ ^ ^ ^ 

w ^ ^ afrfit vjfTf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^T^rmr t, TO’ixW) Pl^HWcf) % 23 % ^ lifer aiR i P i ^H ^ gm 9 (5) % 

31^^ 13 f^'ciqx, 2007 ^ 3(tfegxRT 5NT ferfej ^fT^kn ^ ^ l 

nfegi 

5. ^ virm % ^fgg ^ RRfcrferr gfegr t: 

/ 

i) ^T^terr vifg ^ % err? rnfe>T^ ^ fem 6(4) % % ^tr 

3flT ^^cpn ^tpt^ fij ^ ^ feiWf, vjtMi«Scb( ggr 

^ 3ngRT^ siW ^ ^jfer ferr; 

ii) ^FTO ^ % ^tiicimK cfjt fejg 6(2) % sr^pR ^ % ^trt 

^ ^ ^^sang % gR ^[fer fegr ggr sit fe t feiffer % ^ftcR 

^ ^ % fej ari?^ ^ % feifep1i/gcqrg4>f ^ ^ i 

iii) xi^ici ^g^cpTT TfFi^ % fej ^ ^ urg.im. % w feife^ 

^ mrafegf ^Iviff I 

■'') ^rSr^xpn % i3tr ^f i^HRigr % wng feiW iM gferaiferRT i?^ 

f^#iH ^ «iH!c|<?f| cf)T ^tR fen I 

V) ^Tfftenr % ygt^rgRf ^ argf^ 1 i^pr^, 2006 ^ 30 2007(12 giF) 

^ t I ggrf^r, fe^ ^ g4 2004, 2005, 2006 ^ ^ 

?lTfef 3ft I 

vi) Rio>< ^ sfR wg argflt % cr^ % sngrgf % sM g>t 

cllPlf^ch OTT^gg^l TjcT SHif^ciT) ^ 

31^^ iRrr «rr; 

Vii) ?Rg % ife Tjfe 7 ^ (^1^ WTRg>) % ^ ^ ^ 3R4t cIFRT 

3fR ?Tf?f ^feft ^jggi ^nejar cn>nf t i 

viii) ^ arRi^rni tr feft srt ferg^ gr^f ^ gjt^ gff fen t l 

ix) wfebi4) ^ ferg^ infeit ^ cz^ fe? gij ^rror fen^ sfl? arj^Wt ir 

ifTO^gcpfen^f^ t I 

x) rrfen^t ^ ferg^ inferf ^ ?r^ nbt^ -m ij ^rferfen 

inr^ % ^ ^ 131 ?^ ^ 3 fk 13 ^ infefr ^ Pi'^lftioii3f 
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11-2003 ^ 165 / 2003 -#.^. % cTF?T ^ 

A ^ 'W sn I 

wVl % Rxiix 

9. ^ antTR % ^ ^ Pr^nf^Rgd titt f; 

i. ■ziF '-qiRicPi ^ ^ sJt l ^ 

^ vjo^iqqj f TcTO % ^ ^THBT ^ t J2ff?rfcT 

A. ^ TeTRT A. 3nTT^ f^. ^ 4 ^ > { 1 d ^Tlf^RR 

f^. I ^ ^ STcTmT WN 3 Tcri^ % ^ ^ SRT 

BcqRI^ 3 fFn?T^ ^ f I 3 m: ^ #Tf >SRq]^ ^ iq^ ^ ^ W 
TlPTT^^t I 

ii. "ziF 3[^#i fijnn Tjzn t ^3Tftn % 3rmR ^ ^ 1%# 

^TT^ ^ ^ ^ 'dONi % sfk t 3TmR % ^ ^ feipift ^ ^ 

^ # I ^ cT^ W t f^ mrm 3 . 3.2008 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

X<n«PIX t ^ ^.3Rn^ ^ ^ ^ t 3fr7 ^ 

% ftjtTI Micfl ^ ®rf?T ^ '(i'S'i f^j^rr ^ >j[v4^id ^iiPSiqd ^ 

' 4 ^ ^ STRTRT 'i^ f^^l ^ I ®lld % ST^^tqf f^-qi ^ 1 % 

Pm 2(^) % sTffTR ^q^£w #ff ^Pcj ^sfN ^ ^ i^ 

# I 3 Tp 1 ^ Vjc^ fc^ W t % pRT ^ ^ 

vjc^^ F^ FT^ ^ mPr^ t qied'iM Pmrqcft ^ Pm 6 P i ^ i fqch 
^plterT ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3f[^ F^rfeP? PrR;m yiPm^ Frt ^ q5t ^cfm 
Pi^il^fl) v=i4liHi me'^'i'jv^l Pmicr^ % 3?^^ ijirfd: ^Pm t 3ft^ arPmJcT: 

% I 

f^nq<a MlR41 % Btii^ 

10 . 3 ITE?N % TEf^ ^ 3 ^ cf^ l^cfj'^ f^Rft flclsl^ qr^f ^ ^ 3 T^ 7 lEr ^ 

I 

UlPl«!hl j) SRT ^ ' 

11. qiR|chl4»di 3TRtq cfmT Pjj 3RJ ^3cqm) vmw 3TqPr ^ ^kpT % 

3 TRrm^ t I ^ 3 p^ ^cqm^ FM Pfj^ srmff q>T ^ sft^ qRici>i<hdf % 

^ t 3ft^ ^ ^ wm q>t ^ ^ t ft> Pm 2(^) % 3T?p1rr q i P i 4 > i ^ ^ 

'3401 «i R^q)iR<<pix % qft^T^ F^ ^FTm^l 'JSfpT % qFp ^ 3TOT >R3T ^fFTT 

I q»Pi<*)i>n % qm ^ 3 q^ qqjrPm ^mr ^ ^f q?n qff t % 4 srtt^ ^ 

^ qfrar ^ ^Rg qn smim t i ^ ^ ^f q^n t P^ 

F^ ^q^ FRT qtf armr 10,000 q>t ^ p 3jp F^ qqjR ^ 
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tyq iB .^ 

. gcqRSi % 1j33% aftr ^ -TO 1 .51% # t ^ W ti)4-ft arafe 4 
TORra miFSi4 =t ftt. ^ ^ t, 4 ot 5W ^pn 4 brt 1^ 

ajuira m 'rm ’i#! ♦ i aifawfl ^ F? ^ ’i'^ sm 

3Ri; aififwft '3nt^ a»t amra ftRft wft'R i'’'5m f I 

12. «<>1H Brtit iqar ira •wf?wh*n»B% ^ 

f^Pf TO ftsuT -w 4 TO ale’ll ^ 3^ ' 

^ 'SfM ^ 3fK «^ <jiiiq4i ^ 

1*m 5 ?ini *!« ^ % I mftvi# ^ *ih## % in^ 34^^^ 

<d<MI4<'4^ ^ 4 v[W afW <«l4n w') «*iH) 4 I 

13. ti^cj ton % (jiif 4 #<fira ftFi 2(a)r4-^^ 

asi *IR!ft^ # TO TO1 %TO aro4 FI a? «Ao| vtWiH %:TOt4 finR fegl 
anro I a#iPT *IPI5> 4 FSraarof ft totot to# 54TO!^ % 25% 4 
♦ I aiRWft w 4R^ # ftf fliRlFIFd} TO pPPI % 3i^ 'a4Vl ♦ 1 

TTICT Pwhm 

14. %TO TO Pi4<im/ftPi*i t ffl 4 tit.*. #PH tror a#e ft*sR 4 toito4-ft 
aro FR ftro 4 1 

F^TO<l»T%'ftTO ' 

15. wla 4 PihRiR i w aTOi4 a? a4is4l4t % to 44*4fiwi % T*mi* 
14afeiF ■* 4 itot F4t 4 : 

• , . . . ■ 't 

I. ^ ^<t)*Tr3( ^eim^ fr^rf^ 

ui^Hw # % BfR ^ ^ ^ -gjifr % 

aPT^ ^ # ^ ♦ 1 

li. ftf# aftftm % arsH®!^ wott i 

Hi. 

^ ^ ^ ai^ftcnfra M t t# t aft? 

«y*iracft ^ aryjf a(k aiqt ^ ^ 

iv. airofe ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ’ft ^ 

ft) ^ ^ ^ w ft aft? f^ ^ 

^TT?T?T <D'(’ll ^rftf ft I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


V, 


[Part I—Sec. 11 


mr 5RgfT JRHMof) % 31^ 3fhr 31^ ^rTf ^ ^ ^ 

u-tga '(JTIII sft f^lf^ ^ ^ ^ f I 


^ ^ ^ ^ t % qi€t gm TtMfa 3fmR g? 

’tlH'W ^q;BRT ^ ^ ^ JJHI ^ ^ra55n ^ ?I^ v3^ ^ 

*!^'‘ ' ^ Ji’? ^ 3ft^ ?nf®ra>rft SRT M/'fMton w=t ^ 3tePT ^ ^ 3n^ 

^ ^ ^ gra^T if ^Ig 

3l^*l(fl =rtf # f^raffR) TTJifr?! «zM if ^TRm ?Rgcr P rafgi(>li q;f f ^<| | ^ 

^ % g«iPf 5^;!raJT ^rRT ^ in ^jT^sgT gif^ 1%g^ Tgfgaii 3nrft fenjDft 

^ ^ ^ Praf?^ ftp? snfii^i'fl ^ ^ ^fMk 3nstR tR wg 

<p5n ^ ^H't’l'fl HRT ¥t tgi ^ I qq^ if 3IFf ajg t % 

Ull5|<»>lfl Tig f TfMfrraT ^ 3rj!k 3I^fel # 3 ^ Tlf^ ^PHI qqiqi 

'q,gg i '^^gijv>ipi<p qq qx^qj t TIT qg 'HHI-Tfl^d 3181^1 Wm ^ if Hqjgq 
f'‘j ^ ^ ?nfSn^ % gf Hifiiwiff ^ ’g;eniT ^ 3iq^'d1 w! ti^ f I Tig ^ 3rjiiBr 
t % Plrm 7 % 3I^TTI7 frf^ TIlfi|tt>l'fl qjf Tfppfqqj ^ q^ qJT^ % ^RUf 
I 


17. ^3TI^ W^TTR qiq^ ^ ^qie ffl7 >17 Tig fSpjfq % f^ Tj^q^ 

SIITIR q7 (^R'C Ulf2|<PI'fl ^ vJMdttl ^71^ TI^ Tjqqr ^ %q^ g^ 3ntIR q? jjfq^q 
^ '■J'h'ig t I^R'C Ulf^l'Pi'O ^ qlq^lq 3iraR xr ^q^si qRiqi Tjqj 

t 3ft7 5TT% 3IoTrai. 'llH-flqgi % qi^ T^f uriq qpf^ % fell-Pl^ 

Pra^xT f I g^ 3raiqi, 'fWxft^xRTlgJiTqiTiqTtfe xiRqffmi qrf ^Rp?! 
TPT^aiarai Rfetf % wpi qrar ^ qrr^ % qflq^qf qjj J,^,^ 

’T^f qpp Xin 'Xicpgi I Tig ift PiqfRg xjqj ^ q ^qR i g i % qqluiq i af 

^'^* 1'^ ^ qg xnfM ^ 3ITffqxftq ,TRt,j jRgg ^ ^ ^ 

^ft'TifTl ^ if u<gcl ^IRI T^f fctqq q;fg qjf ^ % TRgI% % ^ 

Tirgg^^ I 

18. 3PI^ ftifexi si^rWf if Tig ftRji f ^ ^ 

Rq tft^ gf^ ^ ^ I qqq ^ ^ ^ 

Tjqi % % qqj ^ ^ ^ ^ ,g-,^ ^ ^ ^ 

I ^ 31^'M gfW ggf^ msff qft ftqft Tft giTxft ^ 3fl7 

^ XR qgpJI 3I5lftTPI if ^ ?RT ^311 t I qfw qra Tig t ftj «Tm q fiui i Hl’ 
n Tig qqf t ^ trri gq RfJmfui ^ trrt g -gf^.g^ gRI qnqr 

t xifT TJ^ ^ Cpai t f^raqq f5|f^ qiHf^ ^rggj f^ ggj ^ I 

19. ; Ptgfgq) ^ vJirq 3Rfe TTftxT xffq Tp^ if qiqxft qff xiRTRT if qftqjfq % qi» 

if 35)^ ^ t I 





[1M1— 
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20. ^ ftsSW ^ % ’!l*f W ft^IT 

w % I fW 4cMi(^d aw ^ # infRc^ ^ ^ 

^ Piffe ?nftjPT^ ^ 

21. ^ #lfWf «^lT IfMife iN*^ I 

31^ n.2 % ft«<fta 3w ^ firm w t ftf I^Wfew sri wtot ti*5 

3513^ wRiR A fta5t 3WI*Rt ^ 4Kr ^Pff »aw <^*#^SRt ^ t j 
1 ^ ararar, u^wgfl ^ % a^HR Hcila wifiRT ^ <w4*hiii brcto 3#l ' 

a7i53<ff I Prafaa ^ Prta ^ ^ ^ ^333*13« % allsrsi^^ 

ft«J ft3I ^ 413413 33n t 1 

22. ^5hm sgJ^piT i3qc!i«T iRTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f I W ^#3r ^ 

w t % ^ wil^O ^ ^ 1^ \ m 

^ ^ ^fT^ ^H’W ^p% R4>rf ^ ^iTiTO "51#? % cRf W Hffiran^t 

' . ’ •••••.• 

UlW^WI gRT uTm / 

23. ffrflran^ ^ BtfN % gr^^ # ^ ^ ^ % afrt ^ ^ f ^ % 

ft) >jtf j<fef ar^^ fiiftr^ % #1 wft“«iJ!4t an^ f ftj gfiwr^t 

PRifcT^ ^ ^ ^ t a(k tpmr 

^ftPm ^ ^ 3?^,^^ |tj yil^Pift % wr ^ ftwr % 14% 

mftranFft ^ ^im ^ ’ft* mm wni M ^ \ w #rt m 

u i fttfr i^ T^ ’TT# # ^ Mim ^ ^ 

Pl^lfd* 75T t I 

24. mftchiO ^ ftgfftd yf^ % ar^^ Prated jpi #r ^ -h^h 

ftjyr sy aft^ yreR’TT^ ^ PraS^ ft>yT w 11 

25. A. y^^rm^ ^ ft^ ^3 xr f^yr t ftftPid 

alk ^ T?y Pmfe fty5t % afl^ W t f ^ y?! y^Hi 

^ ^ y5t ftg5t y^ ^^y i ftd ari^ ^ amiR w ftM #yi ^ 1 ( dWK4 

^ye^-yR rfr ^ ’ft ^Ryyy ■nyr yi aft? Prih 5Rt ?^ M 
<^^Nfty1i ^ ftRT yyr yr i ^y^ % ^ yy BiPr M % fty<Syy| ^ w^amr t ft> 
<t)ii»ft ^ vyty aryft % ^"Ntr ?iy^ y?^ ^ ft?ift y? yrsr ^ % y^ift y'f 2007 % 

^l?H ***% ^ yR yy Rm rPr ??t t i ^?yTyy Rpm % aft^ % yft ft yypft % 
yryf yy ftt RRnyy yyr «n aft? yjyftt m\ y^ cRn Mifty>i^ 5RT RRnfty ^[yyr 
% anyR y? PiyfftfT ^yftt yft iacyryy Riyy (ftf^ yyr y?yR rprt yft *** 

aPT.^. yPr ftt.^ yyftt t i mif^, ftftR, ?yft?ft yift ysn ^ftkPT % ftr? yryr fe? yy 
aft? RRnfty ?TypftRftf yft ar^yPr ftft % yry y>wyaMi SR y^ aft^y ftyft *** 
apT.^. yPr ftt.^ yi^ y^ ^ i aft?Ty yft §<7)i4 ftyft yftyy aftyy ^cyryft rpi?t ft 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. II 


t 5'Clfci^ WTRT ^ % Piyf^ui ^ ^ McT 

^ m y^iRT i 1 ?T«nf^ ^ w r(^ t 

^ aft^ flra)t *** 3R.^. sft ^ vicMKH ernm ^ 

^ ^ WTRI ^ % PmkTTT cf)t ^ ^ 3P7^ Tl^ aftr TIlfa cM^ ^ 

f^nifcRj ^ ^cMiqi eTFm 3nRT^ sjk ^iq-1 ^ ^ efPTcT ^ cfTH HlPSiH 
(Wfe 0.6%) % Plt^kui ^ TOM I ^KvaH I IK ^ TOR 

PrakK 'HHM ^ *** 3R.^. yf^ TOTT t 1 

ft^td q^Hd: 

26, urirf 3[c[f^ % f^rfcRrFKKT TOfe f^#5R % 1TOT *** 

"'KKT M f^nrfd %yT SIT I wcf amf^ % /»TOT M Prafeff % 

yr 'HcqiRa 3MF^ % 3fTE[K yr f^yi iryi % i u^<t> ^ 

«hRRioc”2 ^ ft ^tyd ^ryFTt^ yr fcKTR fcMr yyi t I ^rdnyy ^ ^kn ^ y i ylv»id1i % 
'jy^ yr^ ^ d«iRid ^zM m ^Kiim wft ikt ^ yy ^ fen mt yr i 
KFTd, ycPK % fe feft TTyrfeH yy ymi y^ fen yyr ^ l am: yifey^ ^ ^ 
cTty^ yy ^mfeyy yKdfej ^r^nfe aziy?^ % anyR y^ fen t i 5 ^ arcnyr, fefy 
yr ^fer ynyy m yryr *** ary.^. ^ ^.^y ^ ^ fen yyr t l 
TOyy fer yy>K fen yyr t, ttc y^ fe[ yy ^ l am: y i fect>i>fl ^ 

TO ym^ ^ ^ ^fer enyy amfe *** am.^. yf^ ^.dy emj afK 

y>R^5Tyr ik y^ fe5^ yflyy % fefer TOy>t yr<^<d) vcr feK fen # I to 
yyyr fetR'd fe[r^>Hw t: 


cJ5)HcI 

am.^. 

nRfe % ar^'HK Tftan^TQ, 

*** 

fyyfd 

*** 

y^d fyyfd 2i>)yn 

*** 

MR: yRfti^ 2 ^ aiTO*^ ^^yryKfy 


y^sH yi^i 

**« 

y^sH 4)*ii ' 

*** 

yi<^i 

*«* 

yyR 

*** 

\^nh 

«** 

0.493% y>t y7 ^ ytu| <HHId 

*** 

0.15% ^ ^ «f^ gnR 

*** 


*** 

«pj^«ini R<ila qn*ia 3ry.^./jft.yy 

*** 




M75?i3,r/og-.; 


V 


]] __ _ ■ ■ ' - 

flrnitnW aRT wft l^wkt 

27. ^ ^T»fter ^ ^ 3N Pi^f^<t» ^ ^ 

^ fty^iT % I 3Rf: % 3r^ ^rtt wfinprft ^ 

#g PhirtRd aicpfpn ^ i 

Ppfe^NtT 

28. Rnef R«ik^ ws^Wt Wer ^ i5fT^ trij '«i*ii<f|wi^^^ 

3r5*rfcf ^ % ifK 4^'l^ftt’4l % R^d^‘ % R^fe ^'sI'^Rni 

^ Prafcf ^ % srmN ^ t ^ Rhi^^iK t: 


Pl2lld <inHd 

m.^.' 


•*• 


•*• 


*** 


4 


••* 


*** 


*** 


••• 

McT Wm 

•Ml 

D.493% ^ ^ t3IPr ?mM ^ 

' •••; 

0.15% 4ft ^ ^ f4f B»TR 

-•*• ' 


•*• 




^ HWF^ ?fgn ft*<fe! 


29. gR» l ^ ^ ^ # R> 4 ^SSeipft^ % ^ 

' viiNf ^ ^ %-*ii'5n7 apfezrawT ^ ’iht "W % i mic-ixWI 

RjiH i 4c^1 ^3rgw-l %<kT8{2) %arpR^#1 m^. ^ 

^ ^ aicR-^TOT f^rafaraS 5 Rt 3(^h % #5^ % 3(r4^ arfaRWi ^Terr 

^l^^^iTPpn I 

30, menM PPRra# % 8, l 

% ai5»TPT ^ ^ fulfil ^ ^t ^ ^ M 

tmmv 8 % (3) H ft#rfe hh4^’ % siwr ^ ^®Pfi 3l^ 

^3^ RmAcI f i #1 ^.“^fM. ^ 

P l 4|td<l>Vvi^r^' % srfamWT (^q<P »ri»q<ft % 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—^Sec. 1] 


^ (5 ^8 ^ ^j3) ^ vil^ Rsiti 3mR3i^ ^nw SRgfr artfira 

t Hlqoc 3TRlcp|>n Pi*-if^Rgcl ^ ^ % g2jj;_ 


^ 3fi^ 5WI «R ?im, g?n<H. 

^TO?T % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^j#RT TRit ^ ^ ^ gp™ 

3ft7 ^ xjRcrfira 

Blq ej . . 


^ ^ ^ ^ ernm 3ik iT R^MRi4f % 

^ 3fk ^ ^ yf^ % TySH ^ qrmH % 

^ n %-«rrvrR ap^amerr meft ^ % 3isi?Jk #• 


ira>R ^ T?>^ feifcmm aft^ arsq^ft^ t ^ tpHf % 

^ ft^RRTT afk ^cn ^ TTRa ^ f; aft? 


WcFT 


34. f^Pi*iq ^ ^ qRqcl-1 STM y>t ^ TR 1%^ vJTRn t I 

35. ^ ^ arg^-l % ^ 7 ^ n? czrcRSTT t 

"^-? MT? ar^og g^l ^ ^ ^HPTTcff % ^ ^ WTT^ ^ ^ RltT^rq 
4>vi 1K ^cqq>{^t ^ ^ qft ^JkcT GTSTm tfRcT>f^d amr ^ ^ ^ 

'JTRcT WBcT ^ fMcT ^ c^Kt % aTM? q? ft^TT vSny^n 3?5Tyr ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ?nPM cp?^ ^ f^Rm^T ^ iH i qlRHd , ^ 

m , jryr ^3?qT^ % ^ ctert^ ^ ymr^ ^ apqyr Vmh ^ 

3RT ^ 3ngR tr i xjcp ^ ^ ^ ^jxr^ 

^ ^ ulTW ^ % ftcTTRT ^ 3ft? ft^RT^ ^ 

SIH ^ ?^ aft? ^]q ^ ?m vJHeia^ cp?i^ tj^ f^M?l-ftq ^rp?! ^ ift EZn^ 
^ 1 anr «imr ar^sTron ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ttt^ ^ ^ c^ 

^ ^ ^ ^^%^^TRiftE2jHfeTT ynyyr i 

H ?nRci yer^R^ yft ^mr arstsTy^ ^ % vjy^cRr ^[yry % ^ arri^ 

^ 4 ? ^ ten wn aft? annft terteri ^ % te? ^ ?mTyf^ yyry 

yn^jmplt r 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ yiter^ % ?m ^ 3 r^ 

^ ^ ^ ^nterft ^ teHMcfl % ar^-l % ft?T 7 ^ tety y^ % ary^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ I cry 5 ?n?. 

^ ^ ^ A tei?r#T wny % yiR'^Hi ?)thm ^ y>t yoryr vaycisr ?TS2if % 

^ ^ ^ tl^nteycpcft gRT ?nyRr yy teR?in ^yiyn y>t ar^yite 
y? tenjRn sn i #t ^ tefcte ^ teft >3^ % anny ^ yi facpi^ ^ 
^*ii*y , fq|fl)V yy y^imPicr) sry yft vSTten? Bcyryy y>t ar^iftd eiMid ^ anyR y? 
^ tefte ten t I yjRWTT ?tptrt ^ ^nr teR»i y??^ % tej ^ 
yyr t yft *** anr.^. yf^ f i 



[MPTlr-^ 11 
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Prifet ■ 

37. u i R i »i^ ^ ^ ^ ^rraicff % ^ TOi 

tr ft^TR % 1 yiRran^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

araft ftfiRil^ W^, ^ *** %; ^ ^ 

^cicii t I irf^Rp^ ^ ^ ^ ^ W^ 

^ ^ ^ Pmfe# % sfl^ ^ art!^^ i #^^jil ^ % 3ri^ ^ 

^ \aM<TO ^tiHi 4> 3ig?iR arafir % <fl^H ^ ft'jRitfW ^a^iA "Vi^* 

^ ^ aimid §311 an I ^ ^ <ft ^^HfSlQ 

^ j)vfl<Oa<r^ % arr^ ^ ftim 

siCUijw ^ %5 ^ ^ an^ndf ^ ^ipT ^ ft*^TO f4>*ii. ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ t i a^ **^ 

aR,^. r* ^ ^ *** aR.^.,i^t ara# # #w«5lf«J?R 

q^ l^ ppEifei ^ *** w^,i # >‘* aR.%L 1# 4^ 4? t ! 


STRlRI^TraT 

•*• *5. 

arniRT"^ 

•**' 


^ #*• 

qCR t 


’W 


:■ ■ 




q»l'(«ll« 1 l Pi^rd qn*ld 

*** 

Q»rcwi*ii Wwtrvwn 



H!C*I *1lRl*1 

38. ^H ^QfRT SK ^ B^d WIRT ^ ^ ^?RR ^ 



ant^.. 

-fV _t_ jJ\ l» 

jH^wl 

t(B^anA<a 

:, : ■, 



«** 

*** 

*•* 

vr: -..r-'i-fJ 

I’lii .,yj>^^'i't».ii- 

• V %.g^ ^^Jik 

H^Hiarai V aRi wn 
Prafepp 

**)» : 

'. ■ ' •** 

'4*4 

dtu|lc*l«t> 

^m^.%PraRim 

/^cqWR 

■[***..■ .■■■?■■■'•; 

MM: . 

f 

■■'44» ' 

70-75 % 


39. ^roPr ^ wr t, iwift ^ 

^=g;5id»T ^fPfT # arf^ "n^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


P>artI—Sec> 11 


^icq> wtiKi fa? ^ ^ ^ m 

40^ vjc^Vi ^ jr? ?Ti t yrterft % ^ ^ ^ srtfiB 

t ft) ^ elT^ Hic-ix'hH xi*ii'fl ftnj ft>^ ^ ^ xns=T tj4 5lftr v^ ^ 

41. ^ Cp^ ft^TT t ftr ETM 9 (5) ^ del ^ ^ Zff 

^ ^ ^tmaimAfmmT % ft^)cq ^ 3ft5TT ^ ^ t ^ % g^RT^ ^IT ^ 

^ ^ 'HcpixieM<D vSim mRu|H ^ I TT^ XilT^ ;Tr 

^tmw cPT fWr ^ ^ ^ vii^ t % ^ mif^r ^ 3i^ 

^ ^«i«s % f^c^i4> xi^ ^ eTPj me-i^MI afh? fteifacbl % ?n4t 

^ szTH ^ w xsmr I qr ft^ T ^ % ^ ^ X3im 

3ftfircT t ^ elPJ Mic-ixltfl % 6||c|v^c{ ^ y^ftl/^|G|^|R<f> 

1^ I ^ itixiRiq) % % ^ TO ^T^ten 

ftqf^Ajcxnro ciftcT ftxjff^<t> ^ ^miTO ^ nift qRRid # afixr ^ isrjr 
cqqgtx ^ ^ ^ w^d i t ^ ^ ^fift^ ^ 

3Tft*^xi^q t^l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^*Ito TOfR ftmfro ^ ftp ri^iq? 

^litefT ^ ^rm ^qro % ^ ^ TOft ^41 ih) ^ ^ dH<t)i^ % 

^^PRXjy dRT XiTT TOkTT t I 

42. ai^ %?n ^ t ft) ^ 1J^S3^ ^ ^ 31^ % ^tro «fft ftft^ 

^ TTRlTO: ^ ^ WdT I I 

^ ^ ^ ft^ t ft) ^ ^ ^ tot TRH % % 

vTO 3?gft % TOif cRg cT)T XTTO t afl^ qTO HlftR 4t TO?)t 3lftg> 

^ t I ^1^ ^ ^ ^ iTTO xrrfupT lit aift^ ^ ^ ^ aiftg dpj 

% TOv^ MIC-I ^ t I ^ '4)'idI W'dPlct> % % % 

ft^rfcT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TOd ft)^ t I ^ cRzff ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^■^'5^1 ^ >rf?ft t R^Icicpf % TOi?R cjft^ ^^diq ^ arrar t sfhr to ^ 
^3TT^ XT^ ^ qiftd 45)*icll XT7 Prafe cRTT xn^Td ^ ITTO 

Thfft? #n afR >3?frq ^ ftf$^ ^ T?^ ^ I 

44. ^ anr^ arjM ^ an^ eicTRn t ^ ^ tot ^ 

3iftg 3Rr ^ ^ ^ xn^ cp^ ^ f I 

(i) <plR<ii ^ ^ 2008 ^ ^ XR TOdx'ltfl cTTOT I ^TTOT ftR 

^ ^ f^ift ^ ^ % 3TcRi^ PpM ^ i^TT^ ^ 3Tft ^ ^nriTO t I 

(ii) ft)cflB'{i ^ ^ 2 006 ^ XT^ t;^ ^TgftTO ^ 31 ^ aiT^ ajk ^ ^ 

TO ^ ^ ^)TTO Xi6(,g ^ cR^ ^ ft)cTlft^ ^ Pr^rtcT ^ 


_ 13 

' "'i i in n il. : ..,- '" , ii I ' i - i. 'Vr’ ;' ' ' ' ' t _" '■' ~ "" — ’ — - " ., , , , ; . ...,, .,,. 

w ^ i Mirror ft^nj ^ ^ ^ % 

«iR555 PtjM % » 

46. PToftra^ ^ ^ ^ 02.10.2006 ^ 

^ TO^lfNt ^ 3r^. girt ^ 5 ^ ^ I 

ftnr tn^ 

4^ ^mPHT t I ^ TOT ^ «n % rtrt rt 

^rtUii % rtro rt ^ TO^ %m mi 

46. ^fin^T anrtg^ rt ^ % Ra^w otj # gf^ airt ^ ^ 

% ^iq4l t ^wMft 3i2Tfer 2000rt 17mm rt# 

t I qi TO ^ TO ^ 2CK)9 TO ^ 

% rtrtrt Wtw rt girt ^ %i i *|te % 

xnm f W%^rtsm t TO w 

giun4>i ^ Tgro ?n^ i I 

47. ^ rt 07.04.2006^ ^ % % WeTI^ 3 M W ^ ^ ftffe 

irtro ^ t 15gTO ^ M ^ gr^ 'Pfrt ^ 

^TOTTOt I ‘ ?'' 

48. TOT ^ ^ Tnf^4>iRrt‘ ^ ^ rt mifm to^ 

TO^ TO TO ^ 1TO rt^ mr rtrt # ftr to^t % rt4ci<frV>dcMi«5<rt ^ ^rtcr 
TOTO gnTOi^ TO ^iT ^ y^$ TOW iW^^irt P^iRt rt mro Wt 

m hTOIRt rt^ irt TITO TOiTO ^ liWrftTO^ 1 

49. TO^ W%TO^ftTOTf>'r 

(I) rt?f%*T^ firti rt TO TO TOm :♦ ftyv^ 4i 160 We tout Whr 

. 1; t -^-v; >. ‘/V 

(ii) ^^rtml^^7^TOTO^^TJ5^TOTO^ W^rt 


TOte" W^’ cf?jy 




rafl(7 

1 ~“: I 

'i?;^^„iU -'i 

t8 .v;..,.-_ ,. j- ■’;■ ..• y, ;,-■■■ i 

tm fr'l 

^ 'V, j-ry 'r, ■ ^ •'■ - . 

130^ H. '9&k- -icv 'i.-'i'- ■■■■;' 

^^900 '^^f; .^ - ■' ■■ ^ ■ ’V:^" ; •-;;:<-i:^:, .,• ; 


103 ■" “• - - • " 

pM’ : 

\m ', ■;. 

-iii-fe .1 ■ —'i-r-ii.'. . *A- .,4., ■„; .^s,;- .. .I- .!■ 

2^ ’’ 

' ^ i -1, 

^7 V f 

■ : J^:,- i:-;i, T> f 










14 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part!—Sec. 11 

(iii) ^ ^ ^ ftnjT t % 

' ^ 3Tfclf^ f I ^[PTcT HPT ^ (v) % HPT % ^ 

t I 

(iv) fulfilcb ^ ^ t «PmR 2007 

50. ^ XR ^feRJ % PiqldcbV^^Kcbl q? ^ ^PPl clSIT ^pq 

^ xialMKi ^ .apq ^ ^ PiqfcT qp^ qqr t f?T qqJR 

^ ^ apmT3f} ^ ^qqtq ^ 3T^PTsf f sflf^ ^ qpJt med^'W) mM 
^ q>t ^ qrfecT q^pTcff qq ir^ qniT ^ ^Tq^ q^ qq PiqfcT HKcT q^t ^ q>t 
qqcT^mrq^ t i hf ^ qjqqr qroPiq) t PJ? ’ft Ppiferar ^ q? Pr^ q?^ % Piq 
^ TRgcT q#[ fen t % ^fn ft qfeftq gsrr t amr qm 

HlTd ft Mif^ci 3ITqTcT q^lft/gq: ^ q?^ qq qft^ qq^ ^ I 5PPTT, HTH, feft 
3igqPT, apq qpsiT^ ft ^PTlfe 3nf^ % qp ft ^ ift ^xRT ^qi?pq pf 

t I ftpT i\ ^ sRTFfttP afk F^tftfen ft srifti^ wftq ft pi^: pf qqr t 

Hpftqrft qft qferf^ Hift qiFP pifer ft t ftt cpnq qq argqpT ft ftt 3ife> t I 

mR r q> i ft gm^ 

51. qfeqft ft feqiT qifeft ?[RT fe? pq srgft^ft qft ftte fePT ft l q i P i q> i ft 
PFPPrftft feg^pfmaftq ferfqq? ^aftten^ ft qrep pnr qfepftt nfft ^ siqpipnr 
RRi«c sflq fe ft I PiFT PiiP ft qiqp qq nPr qft ^ qrepftftt qje^ OTiq qqft ft 

^ vqpft ft, qftf feft feifqq> ^fftteq PltP ft PPSpftftt PFft ft efPJ FtPT 
ft F^ffej qrep qq qrfft % vinft qFft pt >?pqft gp^r^ Ftft ^ "ftprqpT qq qpT cPim 
PITPT ft 3ftq nPr feftqn -mM fe? qqft qft f^iPr ft > 3 fttp qft Piftt ftpifer 
f^ifft qq %feT FtPT ft I p^gnrq qrPr^ift ft qFcj qq feftqn feqr ft affq F^rqq 
^ftqr fengnR ft :- 

Piqfdq> 

52. F^tftfen % yfftqrftt fftqfpq? 3ipfp xft^ gfep ^cTm ifi 3TTq>^ ^ qr^Piqp ft pf 
qpT PelPT ft fe qm qft 1997 ft *** ftt.FP qft qPTfe vfdpqp €1PPT 8ft ftt vpfp 
3iqPr % ftklP pflft qft qpff^ qft 1997 % qiq qftft Slfftftqp nPPT qpife pff qft pft 
ft I *** ftt.FP ft> F^ qpiftd/gd 3nPF ^^qiqp qft ft uim arqflr ft vjpcpi ^ 
PFPqp *** ftt.FP qFI PT ferft %q^ 70% pq? nPPT wftp ^ PPT pftpT ft I 
uil^*ift Pte qjqft ft fe fepiqiftp pppp ^ ftq fepiqpftp ppup % feq ^ appp 
eTTFft pft ft aftq ^ qftPT pq> ft PTP ftj grgqjq fftpiqpftp PFnp ft> fftfeW Fg 100% 
qrppT m wftp q>qft ft qm ft I ptip sipI^ ft feqrqpftp pppp qq ppppp *** ftt.FP 
fSTT PT feqift ft pft^ feft, piqp ^ ftpfp PPT # 3 ^ ftqft ^ fftpfp qft qpTP prsn 
qifftp ^ feft *** ftt.Fp ^ gft 8ft I F^ qqqq piIp ^iqfft % fiqpr ft fftpK i ^ftd xj^pk 
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[yiPTi—^rggi] ‘ : __ 

fsm\ ^ w TO?!T t ftrert? ^Tff ^rj 

63. ^ ^ Ip# # % 'jw Ry<ki* ^ 

R^IXiefll ^^iq ^ 2 5 ?RP # %5|5T ^ ftfZJT 

t^xm 3Tgftr % >3^ 4% WTT t I ft^PftcT eft# 

f^WfcT at ^ 

^ **^^.CTai«ibT #t m i ^ 

54. qfi npili 3# ^p# f apoiK # *•* ufer ^ft.r^ #wft41) 

4ft #4Rf 4ft^ # 

4ft*Rr TOT TOeT # *** miW. WlcT 
^ I WiRipm ^ ^ ^ ^ # ft? ^ ^ f# 4ftTO 

^?tTO ^ ^ affiPT aiaifeT 2 ftPr. ^ 5 ftPr, to 4ft fWr % Prefer ^ to5 

I ^^Tn„ ■■ . ,^: ■;.. -■ 

3ierPT^% ^ f^#TO 4># q i P | ct> i O 4? ^ 4># 

# % # ^X)4, 20Q5 TOT 2006 TOeT 4ft-^PT4ftT 1PTO: *** 

*** 4tTO 3# ^ 4 A4qft» ?lft 3Wft % 4ft# #^Pr4fe ?PTO: 

*** iftiTO, *** 3(k *** ift.TO ^ ^ I ^ ^ Pf4ft 44 #4 t, 44 

2004, 2005 tot 2006 % 4^ ift;^ a# *** 

aft^l,. ■■-' ■ ■ 

66. «Pr 3T4pr % 4ftTO 44 ^ 44 4 TW 4fe tp# f 

ftr 44 2004, 2006 TOT 20Q6 4ft 3r4Pr % ft^ fxft# ft# 4ft’1ft#4 1PTO: *** 

^’?‘!. **! ^ ^ 44>afj4) 4ft44^ W f4 ft* T'#^ #TR^ 

# Pr4feT #4cr 4#^ 4?TO: *** 3B.^., *** aFT.^., *** 3T4.^. Tpp aft41 # sft } 
44 2004, 2005 TOT 2006 ft> #T4 fft# 4ft4eT 4)TOJ ftPI.^., ^ 3^ 

r j ^ f fe 44 2004 # 4T^ % f# 

Pf4fe^#TO>TO 4ftTO ^ 4PT4ft Srift^ # ft f#T 4ftTO tR #q; 4144^ ft 4T eft# ft# 
4ft ft# # 44 # ; T‘ TOft 4T4T% 'W4 ft 4T^ # 44 ftft# 44 4ftTO^^ 

^ ajT a# TTS ft# 4F^ % #TOR igTO TOfe* 4ft ^ifir ft 4T^ 

ftfelt^u i % f# ft ^^Hft 4# ft t 

57. isrm 3T4ft % 414 # Wllfei 3Tt4T# ft 4fg TOT 4oTm ftiftj aFfv^. Uft 
ftt.^ #P4TOft# 4ftTO #W # ft# # 4T4T-^ #.TO (^ ft# 44 2%) # # 

4r4fiP *** ar^^Ti tjPt #.TO # aftro ^'pst# 4 ftTO # ## ft# # Prftfe ^ #.to 
(^ ft# 4ft 48%) %fTrft a# *** aw.4r. 4 PT:#:to # aftro 4ftTO 44 #5|ftT4iK 
ft^^** #TO (fPT ft# 4>! 50%) #-^# I B#ft ftfe 

44 2008 ft ^TOft4 # #ftr TO ftlTO # ftTO 4^ # 4^ ft# ft# # 

^ t I 
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58. ^ f ^ ^ 

^ aif^ 3iic1*il(^q arafcT iqci 2.00 ^ 5.CX) ftft 

w ^ % ppfe % t afR ^TOcT: ^ ^tlR?T ^ 6.00 

ftft. g ^ ^ ^ ^ t % wRWt ^ t afR ^ ^ 

^ ^ t ^ ^ fulfil ^ vJcfcfi^ ^ 

59. uR l cb l ^ ^ ^ PlcbM^ # Pl4d<*> ^ ^ 't41«l>K 

t ^ afR ^ ^ 2005 ^ ^ w ^ t afR ^ % 

wRWt eRRT t I ^ ^ ^<|)K t fe ^fiRT .311^^ ^ aiR 
^ ^ W ^ # afR ^3^ ^ ^ ^ t I Ull^*»>l'0 ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f 1^ ^ % MR i cir4l PliijdJb’ % arrt ?Rn 

a^ l ^|g^^j^ ^ afR ^ 2004 ^ >3^ ^H4ten ^ ^ ^ ^ t, ^ ^ 

^[^^araiir t 1 

60. ^ ^ wm^ fWti % WT ^ sfR pprfcRj P5FT ^ 

v3^ y i fe^ ifl % aifipm ^<t)K ^ >3 tr fern 1 

/ 

61. vjm4«w ^ ?nfira>Rt ^ Pichid^ f ft? Prafera? 'menyM otj 

^ % WR yaiyi<fry ft^4 Ri ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ftrafcT ^ wcT ^ ^ t I uiftthi'Tl aiTT^ ^ Pi4>ioi<^ # % ^ 

aift»T fWi % arwR ^ ^ 

inftpT ^4^ yftcircft ftrafe^ ^ yarw^ ^ ^ ^ PriM % ftr^ tfg> ^Nr ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^RR ^ ^ ftpM % ^ ai?R ^ ^ f^RM ^ 

^ ^ ft^ arfi^ ^ I Tnftra?Rt aiFt ^ t ft? ^ MienyWI 

^TR?T ^ ^ ^irSfT ^ ftprtcff cISIT Pl4fd4) ITRT ^1R?I ^ ^ % TO=T ^ 

;ift tjg? ^RTR W^T ttptt ^ t I 

j^^ftWT % aRT ft^id4>’ 

62. % ft>yft aRi ftrafa4?/^cqT^ ^ ^ ^ wr ^ ftrar t 1 uift4>Rt % 

tim ^TO®i yftRm % ai^yiR ^^t^ftmr ^ crt R ^ cft^ aRi ^^^r^/irrafe^ 

f awfcT 3RTT^ ?fSIT 31^ ^T^. ftf^ 5TOIT cfWT 

900000 4t.^ t I yiftcbi'O % w v3Md«^ % aift^ % ar^^ ^ R 

ft?yft vi^K4)/Pl4ld<t) ^ ^ amft % ^RPT ftdKI#T >3?qT^ W] ftRfe ^ ft>^IT t I 

Miftcbi'8 ftdiyi«5t-f ^Tcqr^ ^ ^ ^mrftd ^ ^ ^ ^ M 

«R?n ^ ^ f afR ^ cRzj ^ Tft ^ t ft? HPj MienM ^cg> aRi 
ftftntd i a ff ^ ^ ^\^ ^t^sTR 4?^ % ftn? WTR ^ t afR ^ 

P i <Metc l f aRT?^M ftratdcR ^ ftfTj yf^cjitfi Rmferap ^ jWr % ftnM 
^ -^HdH 4W % arraR vm^'^i^j'Hw ftcfJiR ^ diydftcb xn^ inftpT 4^ ’ft 

ap^r irt ’iftt RraWf % ftfxj 3dHi4 > to’t ’nftn 

’ipn^^T^t I 




63. U|R|4?|^ 71? p|*^‘4 P(^I<H^ % ^ WcT 3raf& % ^ ^ 

;q|f^ '^m 

7i? ift jTcT ^ 

^ w%: ^ f 15 ^ ^Fnisi A % . 315 ^ 

' 3f^T^^'f i^ ^ 200 & ^ 

ftjTjT s?T, ftj^Wkr % Tcim ^ ^sflMR arafir an^ aftr 3 ^ «(?i ^ t ^ R<i>i4 ^ 

.^ % ?a ai^TE^, ??ciT t % ^ 

, ‘|i^/ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^cfTzpft 

RbTqJr j|f^^ ar^M ^ f 

% ^ 7.4.OT|| ^ 3 W ^ cfT^ f J 

64 . U^^<4)l>n ^ ^ .J?l.w^ Pl«pie^ ^ 41»l ^ 

aiftRcw viMvi*!. t I-fsftn S.^ 3^^^ ^,.R<*>ri ^ w ^ ^ 

^f^Nf ^ ^ ^ 19^0 ^ %7reT ^ s|t, ^ 2006 t4 ??cP^ 179 

^ t i ^ 3T^ ^ ^ t, 

aRT; UjRl^i^ ^ A, ?7T ^^HT J?7. ^<l<V <r»c^ f I 

65. , arfef^ ^ 4 

^ ^ ”51^ Rvi% ;m7R, 28 afcrg^, 2008 ^ 

^ > 3 ^ %’ ^g;% W ^ ^ ^ aw^ aj^ 

TTMR ^ Rltfel ^ ^ ^ ^ % ■’cim /q>t vscMIc^H 

'^k?Tt,fmTcT ^..Rpfe ^ an^OT I 
^ aii^d^iR gift? 'R??? 5 ^^^ ,^5im 

W Ri^ ^ ??? %^ cp» T ^ 7 ^ ^ w;4Hi, anetj^grfoi ci^ 

w ^ gR ^ Trf 2008 ^ 

^ p i 0 i ^ . ^ ^ ai^pT? ^pnqT .??T t i ^ R^ ^.^cTO n3^i<*i, ^r?3HT 

g?1^ W Rpsq^ ^ ftPiHfdt^ g>t |p?T ^ t afR 

apT^ Tf ?? RRi4idiaif % tern g? aii<t)iH^ f|^ ggr t 1 

66. ?? ?g 2006 4 

, f^ift ^ g42G07 ^ aft^ an^ ?wt 

i#a % W^ ^ ^c?? ^ 3 ^ g>t ?icft ^ iffe 

g7 % ^.^,2pp^ g^. 1 ^^cgrg? ^iggrggcft ^ 

. yRif^gt M ??T aft^ g?? ^ I ?? aw «ft 

' TcTm'’?ngn^ w vdd4Kd.?pgT/^ t I . . 

k . 

67. giftpFift an^ ?? Rf^ PichHtfl # ft) RtM % a^mR H^r is^ 

^ ^ gtZT <®Dft ’^T TeTRT vldlKd ft> ^ f yf?! TcTRT WTW? ^ ftH ?fRT g>t 
amr t, ^ f - tgit gm, jgMi^Hi gi? ggi ftigp^ gm i4grt.gra, g^ 

2007 ^ tctrt % >3PTTg? ^ gg? ^sn? sit, g^ 2008 ^ ^ cftg ^ ^ 

t I aTcTrgr, bt^ % g^ ^ ftrgp^ gm % mrm ^j^grg? ^ ^ Riyige, agf -t 1 


■ 1~^5^cht/oS-J 
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THE GA^TTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 
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yfcT ^ mm cmr ^ ^ ^ ^ t sfk 

3ffeilR|cr> gp^T ^ yf^ ^ 4 % | 


68. 3lrt Njftd ^ t % 'TclRT ^ ^ ^ 2(X)8 ^ qgeft frl^ ^ 

*^'*3v^ ^ 1^ 3|[^ ^2R1% ftyicie ^ ^ lit [ cTSnft ^ 

enrrcT^gn^sfk ^^t I 

31^^ ^ ^ PrTc[^ ^ f I 


69. ^h4«w % apTR TR Ulf^tPi'8 ^ Pi®cf>4 f^cbHci f ^ ^ 3lftRctd 

^pmr ^ vsMcittiai % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ ir 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ % fttrtcT ^ 

3m^ ^ 3T?^m ^ ^ t, ?rm ^ ^rnmr t ^tr?t ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^Frrf$l ^ ^TERfk -^3lf[7T % 1^ 3i ^i^yi 

eVn f^RT^ 'J^Vl ^ ^rf^ uTT^ ^^/vj'dc^ ^HVI^Ri ^ % I 


70. ^PTTcpTHRT ^ 3Trt 3n^cl'l cfR^ ^ UlR|cl>|^ ^ 3TT^^ ^ftcT 

A wci*) 3iT^ ci?T f^5^^fciui I t 

^ % RrM m ^mN >a^ 3Td^ % 

RhM % 2% ^ 1^ ^ sn I 04-^, 05 % ^1.46% ^ 

05-^v^-i,06 c^ ^ 1.96% 3Td^ % ^ ^IH 5NT ^ 

^ ^ 2.02% sn I dw amfe % ^ ^ 3[^ d (^rf^ 

07-^|t}, 08 % f^XJ 'J'TcT^ §) ^ 4)^ % Rpfed §KT ^ ftjlj ^ITJ 

2-13% I ^ CFF ?ci5Tf ^[5kcT ^ ^ t, llRcT % ^ 

f^ 45k?T (yt% cpf T^fe^) f^K^ fir?^ -^m ^ 3 tI^ ^ t 1 ^pi^, 

2004-^ 2005. v 5^-2005-^. 2006. vj^. 2006-^, 2007 ^ 

2007-TTr4, 2008 sTcrftr % f^«<r d ^ afRm wm: 2.85 

2.75 3R.^., 2.53 CT5IT 2.23 3R,^. t >raM[ 4> 

^TRcf % sifter ?4jT^ RrdcT 4teT jTOT: 3.51 sm.^., 4.35 SFT.'ST., 2.83 
sm.^. sff^ 3.62 SR.^. Rfr %{ 


70^. stct: xnRicbi'fi 1^ f^rsfiTf ftcpter t % ^ % RmW ^s^rr 

^ ^ teriT ^ 

^ RRcT ^ ^^^11 3fR ^RT Mlcid^'ltjl 'te[ Sld^ ^ 

^ Riter % ^ ^ «i^ ^ 3Rjsn gm Rter. 

mji ^ ^ RR ^ f, % q'iieix RT 41 RR ^fter tr Rift 

^ RRcftR ^ivjiK 4 xr4?T RRR? \jn4 Rit tenw # i 


grfe TR cbNmi^cb ^ f^TEiter s 
f^dq^s Mll54i % 

^sjVi ^ RtIN 




[mi— 


araiyi<u| 
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71. \jtiVi ^rr vjtt<^ ^ 

T?! 5=RT^ ^ 3P?% 3igM ^ t I 

fl. w *[ftrai »wi'H, ^^Af)iiii % ftuR 

72. 'ft €t ^Ict<(i TefRT ^ viiftr «im ^ ^ ^ ?it ^ aft? 

’f gi tiTaiffttr .B7|?r {^ r ^ 

■ ■.: ....: ■ ■ / 

3RI ft^lg » ftffR 

73. sRf ^T€f 4 ci^HH 'TO ^ ^ ^ ^ 

' t\ 

74. yitr^ ^ ism ^ 3ffW4 ?R cTOf ^ '^ fkm afk 

ynft 7?^ % ^ ^ vjim yifiran^ % tto ^r^ct ^ 

^ ^ ♦ f urf^^n^ 7f? Pi®<p4 Pwic»^ If ^ 4^HH ^J^ Hlf^i ^» ll c*i<h 

^ ^ ^ ^ I 3f^: qrfe ^l^ ^ 71^ ^ ^ 

arwRft Tjcf ^ ^ 7im*ii % # Ksim 457^ ^ lyf ^utn ^ 

d?r, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

4lfe ^ ^41 PiBityui 


75. ‘ q^l^m 'Srm ^ 7R^ ^ ^ ^ ^.m. t I ft ^H i qcll ^ 

SI^^EI-II ^ TOSIH ^ % '^f^ TJ^ ^ STSt^ ^Tlf ^ \3ri^ T^ ^ ufX 

7^ ^ ^ 5#fBtpi4) ^gixi srrairft % pfm ^ ti4<n ?rtt ft^n ^ ^ 

^ t^IRn ^ (^ \{^ ^ ^ 3IRlcf[ % 7m ^ XTFS^ 

^yfcRfld ^ yf^lTRT ^ 3lflra> ^ 3fl7 yr£|«t> ^ ^ 3TRT?f[ ^ mi #7 

^ 3lf^"<P #, STRlcft ^ TT^ %771T TRH ^7g % 3IRIRT % TH?! ffl?i7 l d ^ 3lft^ 
^1 3^7 (^ 'Jimifta ^7^ ?T5?T TfHR % 4H yfclT^^tlf ^ ^ ^77^ 

armff % ^ TWJft Pwt7Vl Trf^ # l ^ 23 % 

3idf*fa 4>t ^ *iMwRi Tpftsff >flttpj ^ 1315T: ftR^ yifimft 715 ^ 7 ^ ^ ^ 

Tfipft ftqfTTf 4ft ftftm TRf ciPi ^ft 1 % 

cWT ^ 5lf^ wflft 7?ft TIT vi^<pl ^d7I^Rl ^ qft T^NHI ^ 7T4ITft R |qRu| 

^ I i / 


V . ^ K ■ J. ■ 

76. ^ qft ^3T|^;q57ft % ^ tntei^ ft^TT? mr t % ^I^^ ^ 7m 47^ 

^ 4ft^ Tfm M ^ 3TT 7^ 7l4i[ 4^ ^ ^ ] ^pm Wm ^ 

7PTT4 4R^ ^flqjxwi % 7T57T 1747 t I 3Il4lf^d 3jf[7 tRcJ ^ cMI 4 ^ Urftw 

d«IT U <i\^ \ ^eftn ^ t 13m: «lRlchl*fl ft 3|l4lfcid ^7414 cRIT 3{l4 | j^d ^7414 3fl7 
7RT4 ^74T4 % ftlw uRiml ^ ^ ftorft f4 4^ 7!J4 ft ^iRd THT^ 



20__^_ THEGA7F.TTE0FINDIA: EXTRAORD I NARY . [PartI^ecJ] 

^ ^ ^ % 3IRTcft % ^ v3f^ t I ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ % aiRIRff ^ ^ ^ 

1 

cKt*ii*i Igfe ^TgTT cpixmi^cp 

77. 3Tf^rf^ % 3.1 Pl^*i!c(cfl % 3T^-II ^ (9?) 

91^1 3rRKff ^ ’TTSn 3fk ^FRH 9MK ^ ct^Hdl W 9Tf^ 3mmff 

% 9919; ?TaiT (^) ^ ^5^91995! 9? ?9 3TT9T?ff % ”mRu|IH 9919, ^ 95t 

^1S2HR9> ^ 99 9T99H t I ^ ^ 9lf^ 3n9Tcff % 9I^1^9> 9^99 99 t, 
9lf^l99^ % f^ ^ 9M ^ ^ 95^ 31^^19 t 991 39^ ^ ^999 ^ ^ 31991 
399199? ^ ^ y^Tc;'9 9T ^199 9>t ^ 99fe ^ ^ t I W 99> 9lfe9 3991^ 

% q^l^ici 9919 99 %, M!R|cp|>ri cf> ^ 9RT ^ v9t9 ^791 3rti$RT % 991 

399IcT9? ^ ^ W9 '3c9T9 95t 9>l99 c^ ^ 9lf^ 399Icff gNI 9>t99 ^ 

9?^ t 39991 991 ^ 3991?fr % W9 ^ 9>t9cT ^ 3P99I 3Io9f^ l>Klc|ci 39^ t 
31991 ^l9cT ^ ^ WI9^ 39# t ^ 3F991 99^91 ^ ^ 9^ 9# I 

78. 9#9H 9lf^ f^r?^99 % 99l^99isf 9lf^r99^ ^ 9^ >31jt9 97 719^ ^ 719^ 

97g % 9lfel 3991^ % 9r5rR99? 99 9>W?T 9919 991 9?l^ 99 e9999m 97 >371^ 9919 
^ 99^ 9)t t 79ft? «Tft 99 91^ 991 ^ ^ 9?T7^m?99? 7199, 9ft 9^ #t, 9>t 

9rrcl 9?t 99 7ft? I yiftcbl'H fte ^ 7 ^ t ft? 3ft9? ^ "5^ 399171 9>t ^ 7#t 719^ 97g 97 
meny'l^ ^ 79 ^ t 17195797 , 9ift7i 3rr9i7if % 91 ^ 9799 ? 99 ^ft97T 9919 9>t ^ 

ft*- 115797 9>t 9# t: 

9Tfe713n9T7ff 99 9I?1I^9> 9919 3^7 Tft^ ^lft9 97 9919 % ' 

79. 719^ ^ ^ 9lft71 39917# 9# 9191 7191 3P9 ^ ^ 39ft7ftft? 9919 9ft 9fm 
ft^r5797 ^ 9# t: 

^wia ^ 9199 3^7 7iq«a ft?# 99 ftxTii: 

80. 9^ 7re#9 9171 97571 399171 ft? 399?#t ft? 315797 ^ 39917# ft 719^ ft?# 99 
ft779 399R 9ft ft 12% 9ft 5^ ft ^99 319ft ft 999?7 20% #t 991 ft I 7199 759 ft 
ftt 719^ ft?# ft 5IJ 39917# ft 399R 9ft ^ 57191 ft 9lft 3r9ft % ft^TPT 79ft 7ft9 5ft ft 

5fe5#ft I 



04 9 
fft#. 04 

05 ft 
fftfi. 05 

p6 to 
ftTtoe 

v^eiri 06 ft 
\i|^ 07 (999 sralft) 

TWrai ^ ft 99919 (ft!.9.) 

2067 

4464 

7067 

7239 

399 #?# ^ 3ll9ld 

15387 

22357 

20318 

29566 

%1ft779 

12% 

17% 

26% 

20% 

ftft: ^159 # 

%91 TT.ft. 

















21 


[HPTI— 




3nw % 3li<t>^1 ^ ^ ^dWT ’RT t I ^ W % x* P*n?< 

^tii \ *W PrafcT^ ’sm 3iRm ^ ^Icrf 

^ ^Txift f I gi^Rfeif^ 21^ t fe ..^ ^ 

WTR^ t t ^T ’ ^ ^ W 

3TRR li<l>Hr5I ^ 

% 3TR P l ^^ ^ '^ 4 ^f Ull^il'fl f pRR# 

in^ ^ Prafcft ^ lit ^ ^ STRTcff ^ ^ 

82. ^ W ^ ^ %, ^ l^ldcp^ ^ ^ 

sfhr ^ dazr ^ cqpT ^ 3TRR 3^f^ ^ % 3iT#it ^ 

<j^lt^ | 1^ t, UlPl^l'fl ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ *<»'«^ STRRft ^ 

3n^% % I 31^, ^ 3riw ^ % ^yiPT 3TR 

^ ^ aiRldli P f?P^n "npr % l ajmci*! v^h4^ 

% mm XK 3IRRf.% iaf^ PlH):l'HK f: -.^.,T, » 


—^ ^ ” 

TWw 


ul’f.04- 

f^.04 

05- 

ft?t.05 

wPT. 06-' 

^pit06^07 

4t=T 

#.t. ,, 


•** 

*•* - - 

*M 

ST^. 


-100 . 

945 

424 , 

9^6 . 


4t,^ 

••* 

*** 

*•« 

••• .. - 

\f^ 

•(Jrftfls 

100 

2257 

4535 

4271 

^ftiTii ^ ^<H 3fRRT 

' 4t.^. 

775 

10248 

..'Vp 

12428 

14889 


^41«i«gi 

ipb ' 

132^ 

1603 

lb20 

3fR ^ ^ arrarer 

4t.^. 

9623 

17832 

16825 

28642 

»*'. "' > t’7 .' ' '■ "I''. ' ■ "^‘ 'f'V 

arraid 

#.e 

103!98 ■' 

2008b, 

29263 

'45B31 

^ aipirat ^ ^ ^ 

4 armRT 

% 

7.46- 

36.49 

42.48 

-34:20 

^5q]i?»T (3iw4?^^a) 

- 

'*«* - ^ 

*** - - 

*** V,; , . ;- -p 


^ % 4> 

4 aTFTRT 

% 

0.45 

6.88 

3.69 ‘ 

4,25' 


.'' ; J' 

*** 

*** 

•** 

.*** 


: 1 

454928 

49t061 

;57t?44.. 

..669157 

' ^i.P 1 ■■ ii ■ ' • 1 ^ .■ 1^ 

y^m 

'q;*51«l«6 

'io6 

108 

{ : '■- 


147 

^ \idlK 4> % ^ ^ 

4 aiRR 

% 

0.17 

2.09 

2:18 

2.23 

^ 4t4 % ‘9^ ^ ^ 

l^'Wi 

%' 

>. , ■■ — 

"#tt*. 

•••' 

■;»4t'';>'- “ 

*«♦ ■ ■ 

t 


83. \m^4d ^ UlRlchl'^ ^ Pi«p 4 Pi«Ptei^ f 'ti'i'S ^ ^ ^i<4ia1 ^ 3<R i^ 

arf gcHT fsr#r ^ ^ t l # 

aimn^ft W- ’^rmr^ ^ ^ 0.17% ^3Rft #'2,23% ^ ^ # i ^ 

4 Pf^ % 3rRR 

pi} # 0.45% :-^ # 4.25% ^ m I ^ PNW 

^ 3mSr # Pil2jRif p>t ^ lait^ #TO "n^ ^ #1^ 4^ t ft> 







22 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 1— Sec. 11 


^ ^ ’fl'l'S'il % W ^ ^ atraicit wi ^ afk ^ ^ i rHcb 

t I 

84. Rif^cpi'O ^ f ^ ^ Pi ^Me sn# t ^ ^ 

^IF 3TmR ^ 2004 ^ 97.71% ^ viitcr 3?ciflf ^ 93.49% "F^ ^FIT ^ I 

85. >Hc^lRd ^;eHT ^ t ;- 



qiq qSt 
Fq>Tt 

2004 

2005 

2006 

^ 3ra1^ 

iHHdl 

4t,q. 

•*t 

*** 

*«* 

•*• 

Uc[Rl ^ 


100 

100 

263.89 

263.89 

xiqTI \JO^|q'n 

4t.^. 

«•* 

*•* 

*** 

, *** 


^41c|<€l 

100 

97 

207 

214 

iji*iar yqqlRldl 

% 

*** 

*•* .. 

*•• 

•** 

nfft 


100 

97 

78 

81 

vJ^Idd 

4t.q. 

••• 

*** 

••* 

**• 



100 

86 

195 . 

203 


86, ^ PTHT^'HK qcTT ’qcRTT t :- 

(q?) ^ ^nf 2006 ^ «mcn ^ qzjftcr (qcfHR «THcn q4 2004 

^ 5mcTT ^ 2.6 ^ ^ ;3rte t) I 

(^) ^iRiepIcrJcll '««I*S cRg Tt 4 cj^ ^ ^cMiq-1 ^ viq4)q 

I 

W f^^ixitH'i ^cqj^ % ^ ^ ^ qTf 2005 ^ fi R i cid 

^ FT^ q^rtt^T ^ ft 1 ^ 3Tcrfe ^ v id^ l cjH 2004 ^ flj ^cqiqq ^ 
^ f3TT an i 

(q) q4 2005 ^ ^ fil VIciri % qjRTiff q)t fiR^ Wq qJt 

qt sft I ^ qF qqr qddi t qt 2005 ^ Pri^f srt 

'ac^|q'l ^ «RqT3|f % ^qqVl.% q>RTn snt Ft^ t I 

(^ ^ ^jq^ qJT ^ t. qF ^ feqj t ft) «ffir 3Tqft 4 

'jq^ ^ Rixiqc 3nt t I ^THcTT wiW ^ RKiqe F^ qaq % qfq^ 3nt t % 
^ 3nqRT ^ 3Tftq) cpl*iq q^ fq ^ I 4 3{jct>^"| 

^ qF W qtf 4ciqi % % ^?Tt ^ fq aTHTTc# % qJRiq vjgjVi 
qqr^ ^ qjxRT fsrr t l q?fq: 3T^ Blitq ^ afTOT 


*** 
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^ ___ 

^ ^ ^ ^ OTZncT 14889 I 9ft 

ycftcT ?ftn t f^ 3F?r ^cqr^ % w 9ft iHHdiil f 1 

(W) M<PiRia ^ ^ tlcTT xiciai % fe ft. ^ ^ ftft fe. ^ snft ^<iHI 

fft^ ft 9n^ fl^mr ^ ft 1 ft ^ irar t ft> 

300000 ftt.^ ^ errmr ^ ft^j^ 4ft ^imhi ftg 4ft ft^ir 

1000 ^ft^ 4o. ^ fftftft ^ ^ ft r 

* 

87. % *1^-1 viy, TTrfir^lft 4? fft^ 4# fftiniH ^ ft4^ ftftf ft, 

3n4T?ft ^ aT4ftt flfRm 4)T ft 4ft?T §34 31441 ftift 

4ft ft I (^Mftd 4F 4T4T 4^ ft 1^ 4^ ^ TOT ft4^ ft,ftpn4 

^ 9441 ft ^ 3!ft^ 44fe 3W54^ 

4^ 9i^iym 4lftt 34fe 

88. ^etllf^d ^[441 ft P i HI^^K W 444T ft I 



JimgSt 

5^ 



2006 

#4 3I4ft 


#4. 

*** ■ 

*♦* 

*•• 

*♦* 

Wfft 


100 

128 

74 

261 

vJWKH 

44. 

•«» 

•*• 

•*• 

tfSh 

5n|ft 


100 

86 

196 

203 

Ef^ft# 

#4. 

**•'. ^ 

••• 

Mf^' 

**• ' . 



100 

99 

151 

169 

P#cf ft# 

ftt.^. 

**• 

*** 

**« 

*•* 



100 

59 

575 

647 

STTO 

ftt.u. 

**« 

*«* 

«** 

' *** 


44i«e 

100 

106 

laa 

240 

tixcj ft# 441 <>ri«i<ti 

BTRT 

ft.^. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

3^ 


100. 

100, 

155 

169 

3?ft4 <ci<lJ 

ft.4. 

'»«k 

*•• 

*** 

i^■.' 

- *** 

3^ 


ido 

57 

234 

266 


89. 34^ ft 4? 4#' 4R4T ft W 4$^ 'jfttrT 4ft 4^ ft 4ft 2005 ft 41^ 

f^m4^ 3nft afrr ^ 4T4 ^ f 44ft ^ 3?4ft ft 4Tn ft 47% ^ ^ §^ 44Tft 

4ft^ 4T4TR ft ^ ft# ft 59 % # |ft i 3#^ ^344 ft ftftfecT 344 # 

ft 4? W 4^ ft ft> 344^ #74 ft #444,140% 4>t ^ ^ I ^ 44>R ^44 

, ftt# # 414 4#; 41^ ft 4# ^#4 #t ft# ft ft# fftlfft ft d444 69% .# ^ 
§^ ^ 4cqT4 # 4T4 ft #4^ 47% # ^ ^ # | tl#; ^#4 # fft4f4 ft# ft 
44^1 ^ (500% ft 3Tft4>) ycjRici ft# ft I 4? 9ft #4 ft>4T ^5441 ft f# ft4^ ft# ft 
344# gm 4ft^ 41^ ft #44 ft ^RR44 j 4## ftl # ft I 44 4^ ft4 414 # 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. I] 


gfe ^ ^ t ^ ^ 3TRRff % OTW cpt «Tf^ qf^rFf t 

vtWi*! TTT mfed iHWIcfl ^ TWR 

90. ^ ^ qrfer srraRft % ^ ^ ^ 

c^HcT fm, qikcT ^^ch'<u|, -qj^ cpt^ A % ^ ^ ^ 

t I ^ ^ TRtoTSf ^Ijtn qrt ^TTfer 3jf[^ 'Sc^T^ WRT, ’lift?! aftw 

PmcT te)t yrf^ (q^ 3 tr) tm «ri^ qW (q^sn^) ^ ^ ^ 

^IRIlcft q^ elFRT % ^HTST q5t ^ I 

^*ia <h<fi<t) IWT ^ ^♦la q^ feft IRR 

vjgjVl % RrlW 

91. qiJtn ^ qf 3r3^ ft>qT t % ^ qflqcT qj^dl ifeun^cb t qqff^ 

^ anqRT anelqjf^ci % q^ Term % fq f ^ ^rt q^ TeiT^ 

^ qq^ 3jf^qj q^ ^ I rrqj % f^ \i^*\ % STT^qtfeq '^cTRf qq 

ftw ^ q^qrqq ^ %q^ 1.5% t l q^ Tjsftq ^ ^ ft>qT t ft? 

ftpqfqq? >ti41«ii qqq % *11*1^ 4 q5)*id ftq^qq ^qff % ftqfqq?t % 

'ti^ilftd qftt «4q6ix qq q^ Wqicqq? ^fT%qq> t I q«Rf ^ % ftqfqc^ q?t 
ftqRl?ftq ftftlfqq? q>^ ^ qqqqqft ^ % qq^ qqqft q? Yupftft ^ 
Tr^?ft # ft) qTlqd W ^ ^qq Siqqr qq?T^ qq ftqfq '%qT vSTiq qft v5riq srqftr ^ 
q^ q% ^ I 

qi ft ^ Ffl gmqriq 

92. ' qf^Tq sfft qrftiqq ^ ftq qq t 1 qrftf^ ^ q^ qtTtq ^ 

ft?q qq 3i^ q?F ^ ftnn t sflq q? ftqqcq t ft? ^ ^ ^Iqq q?n^t 
giftqj t Kjjfilft) ^ qflqq qj^ieft ^Rqnqrq? t I UlftchtO 3n^ q? 

ftr^Tei^ # ft? Tfft? qq ftn? qq qRnqq % sr^qrq i^t^ftrqr irt aq^tqtftq 
f^qq % q^ ^erm % ftqfq 1^ qq f i ftqfqq? ^ qr^ qq «ifcT ^ qqiqqr 
% qft ^ ^ 31^^ qff ft?q f I qqrft, ^qqi^ q?qiq qq ?Rzff qq ftqrq ^ 
qiftq?T^ ^ qiftq 3f|qq ftqei ftq)t qrf^ qJt qq^ ^ % ftrq qrftq aflq^r q^ ^ % 
qqq gePTT q?q q>1qq chc^l^fl q>T ftq^qur ftjqr % I qfq^ ^ ij) ftiq ^IHM ^;eq ^ 
3nwq qften^q^ ^ f^ftiq qqR sffq ^ qftqr^^ «jWq?q qft q# t I 







WIRT ww 




,^i /*it.s. 


yift.e 




m?:. 


3Wft) 


% , . 

/*ft.^. 

% 


*** 

'■■: _/**«^ ‘ 


93. wSrairtt tK ft*** Pftnsi^ t ^ flrtnrth nn 

tirtln; «n I ft wtft i fad it ^ ^ iw ^ n<^» l l ? 

tnFc?f aiWRw T ^im-4SWdi ^ Wt ^ t \ 


-.■■ ■ ’ A. ■: .V • V 

fs qw w 


HR. /»ft.3. 


/^.z. 


V. Mli,z. 


5-T0% 


4'/5^ 6ix|og- H 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDD^ ARY 


[Part I— Sec. 11 


Mifeg cWT iptr : 


f^yul 

<*i4 

2004 

2005 

2006 

«TTy 3rat^[ 

f^fi^ «i>t eTPiy 

75. /ift.y. 

*** 

**• 

’••*. 

••* 

!I#I 


100 

102 

100 

101 


75. /^.^. 

*** 

**• 

••* 

*•* 

51^ 


too 

101 

106 

108 

^■q«s ^ y^ yey 

75. Aft.y. 

•*• 

•«* 

,*•• 

••*. 



100 

110 

112 

r 106 


^ ^ ^ cRH cRg % 3?Rmf ^ 

^3^ iR ^mcpi>n/^H4ji>n Y?T arr, ^ g?qT^ cfpm, ^ 

ctm ^ 3flY ^ ^ 3imRff q|rr ^ ftxiR 

^3^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^xHT ^ ^ t I 3^ ^ y? y^n t % y4 
2005 ^ flm>t yfty?[ ^ ^ ^kh efpm ^ ^ y>t ^ ^ 

sft I ^cM^xiia yiil^ ^?yT^ c3Fm ^ ^ cranf^r y^ 2006 ^ flf^ cfpm ^ ^ 
^3?yTyy erm ^ arfey? ^ aJt i ^ gryfij ^ araft HFm enm 

^ ^ ^ .1^ I 3rt: yJ^HcT ^ y^-y? y5t ^ 

snyTr^ cf>t y§ti ^•la % ^nar ^ y^ sJt 3f^ ^ yiy yy f^tii^ f^yr yyi an % yyr 

3nyT?jt^y^ ^liW y?^ ^ yiay ggy % i y?[ l^gft y>tyy 

yyr 3TRn?ft ^ y§ y ^ ^ v3y^ ^ yi ym ycmr t % - 

3TTyTcT y^ ?3fity ^ y^ ^ y5Ty>^ 3Tf^ y^f^^ly^ymynyyiyffy^ 
^Tyy uTiy siyfe % ^nyiol ^ y^ ^yVi siinft ^ «n^ 

fsrran I 

y^ ^Wl^i it ^tyfay 3 rt anfen yry^ 

95. f^Tyyry^ % 3i^^-ll ^ y^ ^ i% f^rykw ^ ^fy^ y^ % y^ 

y^yryy^ y^ ^ snyicff % hRuii 41 yym y?^ yayy^ vTfy j^npiei I arenyr 
Pi<^*iiqon % 3T^iy-ll (iv) ^ wyyH t: 

^Twf^ «e/)'/ V7 Qfl^a m^nHt # snm ^ cy/y ^ otm, 3fwyy; ^/w/v y^vy//, 
^rv/q<p<t/, /^<}« ? ?' 3^ 3/w ^?yf?7’ OT2^ ^ wjif^ R i ^Mt ^wlh 

^ f^ff^ w iTw 'S/rt') ?7ct wy??7 yyff 3///^0 q577^ >3/^r w^dtffJ: 9flw, VTcy 

^ ^ y/ct 9577^- J7W, yzof^, Hur^, ^ f^ 

^27^ ¥t iti*i<ii w cfitaf^0 3ih wjif^ wt wf^d ?fw /* 

*itMq*s1 y>t viriy 


96. 3?^ 3nf^ yry^^ yn y^ ^3^ ^ y5t yftv^yrft yy yyr ye[ 

'ti'poi #, ^yyft vjfty y5t yf f: 



[ Mtn 13 _ ’ ' 1. ■ ^ 

^tMig t frdi r sirra 31^ % vJOHiqq)ai ^ 3ITEIR ^ 

04^^ feft.. 04 w ffe ^ t I ^ ^ ^ Piw ^ 

3n^ %■ I' '' ■ ■ ' ^ 



V ' 



cfr^uddi, Prt^ tR 3iw aft^ oti?: ^ ^ hicH^ 

eFini ^ ^ dwy^dT, ^ arw cf^ 

t 1 wft, ^ ^ yRTE^ artiiRT an^ ^ ajift «pmT^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI-^ec. 11 




. *** 

*•* 

•** 

•** 



100 

41 

246 / 

275 

?pnt ^ 

CIKSI 

*** 

•** 

*** 

•** 


^«(«6 

too 

192 

168 

157 

eFTTt M ^ 3IR 

% 

*** 

*** 

**• 

*** 

5r|ft 


100 

21 

146 

r 175 


98. 3tMf ^ ^15 W ricrai 1^ 2005 if ggfii % jjgt 5^ cim 

^ 31^ pRrae an^ t ;3 #it ^ 5 ^ arafir if wi ^ t I 

^ 2006 afl^ aim arafit ^ am^ ^ ^ jn^l^ ^ ^ ^ 1 


^ 'Twi ^mi aiT arraraf aff afw a>t*P3 (^ api.TTDi. .$<»<) 11^ ggm a>f 
feft ^ arpiff arf®!^ ^ sff I 5^ !R5K ^ PrtaTii an t aim 

araf^ if airamt % giitiT anpff tiff’ll am ?im fan 1 

100. arm if ^ fj 5^ sira aS1 gfe ^ an ^ % aim arcrflr % 

'^'<11 w’l ^ f^xiqc ^ qjixxil ajf mfJd amiidlf % ^ira aff^i an iFramr ^ 1 

^01 ^ -n^ ijaft iR aim aft? nw ^f cim % ?mH ^ ^ i ?J5 

^ Rtpieii an ?i^ % ariri araltl % ^f?m wsr imra ^mi Pi^ n? ana ^ 
f^Kiqc mfen annicff ^ ^i?^! an# ^ l 

ihRi an oiid>ci*i ‘ 

<feNU|ld^^ 

^gjVi 5RT fe? ^ 

102 . ^ ^ ^ t ^g^^JTftcT ^ t ft) 

cpT ft?^Tsnj[ % I ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ (^S^^/^^282/XJ^3rR, ftf ^ j ct) 2 

2005) ^ ^nftefft ft^R % ft4zT ^ f^felfed 3mf fc^JH t: 

f 

"7 18. 3m: ^ ^ ^ wm V7 i ^ f^<^h m 

vJc??^ ^ 1994 ^ 3!^^ V! mr mc4^M wm ^ f¥^ ^ f^ mr 

t / ^ w ^ ^ s3^f7n ^ I cts/t/^, ^ 

^ Hlc-1^}^ ^777 ^ 3ijzt)q 11.3 # 3l^pkf ^ 7J^ "?7^te?7" # 

^ ^ ^ wrm ¥f 5 ^ ^ ^ un^ ^ c/wTcf # / 

wm m i 11.3 ^ 3f^f^d ^ vw # 

jrmlm wTcff ^ "^TOT" Tff^ ir 

*7 19. 3f4f^ f^fmm ^ w i "/^ wfkn ^ ^ 

^7# f^mh^ ^ f^ ^ofT^ cff^ f^mkw # 3fPmj4 



[MPTi~'gqgi3 


i mmm 


:29 


?te7 3ftT "m: ^ ^ t m^ f^i^ 4 mr: 

c^Tj ^ ^r 


mn 



219. ^ ^ Kif^f^d mNvff ^ 3/i/?o/?^ f^fm^r: 

(i) w wn & ^ 

Tpfim Pmfm ^ ftif^ 3tf^m4di 4> wr 4 4wf^d 3/>7 ^mf4u ^ ^ 
^ Wp4r^ W ^ ^ ^ mim ^ 


103. ^ "m afffsftd t ft? ^rften 4 

» i y»i i ^<>) ^ ^ ’T ^ ^ ?nft?^ WT3T f'1 

ft^?TR ^nfteTT ^ sraft ^ arrai^r ^ ^ ^ l^ift ^ ^ 

ft^ ftj^IT ^ ^fT^ t I 3Ten^, £IRT 9 (5) % SfcPfef ^ 

^ 'jjra ^>qci ^ ^T?T ^ vSTTeT % ftf^f ^ \ifRft % 'W^\ mc^yWl ^ 

^ wftr ^ ^ t y t\ 

u i fa»i < > ^gmtmw > 

104. yft<i)i^ ^ Piuik<fr ^ ^ wwT4> % Irm ^ 

% 31^^ 4>t ^ ^ t I ^ ^ t Ulftcbl>n % fcTtf 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ %r ^T4!im ^ OTftr % 

^ 3rr^n^^ fm ^ 1 ^ sIrt 9 <5) % i tnfts^ 

^ m «ft ^ t 3ft^ gfe FfT ^ ^ msr 'ift t » 

3fcT: # ftltj t%wrtW^^T4teT WT^rhrH* ^W? g>T »!PT^ ^TT^ ■ 

srf^rarf ^ ^ t i 3rciWT, ftfftitg % c>?Ru rr r*i4> ^ 

^ t ftRT ^ ftHft r fefei ^ ^ ^ -nf t t 

3RT ’*fCT3tft ^|l|ct : ■ 

105. airam % srt^ ^ ^ ftra>5Rn t ft? 3W ^ ^ m aim 

'Mq<S ^5fi1 % ^RTR <f3*ta1 ^ ft>qi ^RT ^ I vseiVi ^ ^ ^TcT ^ ^»fk ft^ % 

^ ifTR^r afk ftft^ mftcbi^ ^ yft>?iT ^ ^ ^ft^r t ft?#"( ^fa4> 

^nfterr ^ 4 jruiich<»> wt ^ ^ ^ % i ^ ^ ;5r^ fsps^ 

ft^Jicf^l # affftr ^#3 ^ iT?^ mrs^ '¥’m^ ^ ft? 

7^ 3Wft >5^^^ ^5fft ■#^!ft rfrf!ai>3^i; W sfk . v 

^ ^ ^1»nftw ^ ^ gfS ^i^ zRf ^gi^^ xfty^^qgg 

< ft ir1< g t 1 , f 
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106. yf^I^ ^ PlchlcHcl f ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3n# t I ^ 3imR 

Cl^ ^ ^ viri^ Sfcljll ^ 'M’eicg cRg c^ *i\*\ ^ 47% ^ ^ % I <aHa ^ 

MRcl^i ^ '3^ 3FT^ ^ t v3?itn ^ fir?^ TTiff^ ^ 

^^STRnt I 

% arPTR uftdm i cHcb cUcj^K aft? uRi^til: 

107. yrfir^rft ^ P»4)id'^ f ^ % 3iram wr ^ «lci«iRid ^ 

^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRm t I anro ^ ^ 

yfcR^raf ch'idl % sIW ^ ’d«(«s ^ ^ yfrf?P^ <pxai % I ^=1^ 

deil^l ^ 4)lHd ^ PitlRui cR^ ^ <p1*1ci % 31^^ 1^^ W t I 

aidTRrr, ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ %d6Rf ^ ^ ^ 

t yy ddiic;t»>1‘ % #ci ^ ^ ^ ^R<f^ f3TT% \ 

ficpi^ yy Pi«1q Pi«ii<<< 

108. fciRft f^d6i<6{ yi^ ^ yfl^ilRicbl % ^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ y>t Nsraryi 11^ y? 

>3^ yy t i ^ dy? ^ RrM yy dyd t, RR^c 

^ % yiflvinisf ySkd 2m>^ y>t €t 3 iot ^ 

Ryr t 1 3id: y? y^ y>?T ^ dy>dT t int yy R^ildl’ ^ 5if^ ^ 

t yrd^^^^TypHT t I 

109. yuR P i miact? ^ y^Rwr^ ^ % y^gaff m ^ y^ yff t 

yyrft y i l^cb i ifl ^ dy^ dri yy ftyry %tt t I yii^Ry^ k «ifir ^ ymryyr k> 
P i yi^m ^ T77 yiT^ 3fty y^^Rft ^yroN?! ^ yidy yft yyiyyi % 

R^c^tjui tR iRtdT yR^ % yjy yF Rryycrr t ^ dyo3«i ^ 

srydTsif ^ yty^R yy^ ^ ^ yrf^ ^Wdf yy yRd 4 yy^ y^ % gn^ y>t yyiyyi 
^ gfe Ft^ ^ I uiRJ^Ji'TI 3Tr^ yF Pi®yj4 Picpiei^ f % yy^ ^yft ^ 3py "^yft ^ 
ftyfd ^ y5k^ sjk yRd ^ Pryff^ yy^ y^g y5to 4 yift 3 t?r t i uii^cpift 
3Trt yF P i chid^ t ft? dy^ ^ frt ft*y % spy ^ y^ ^y^ y^ y>t ft^ 
yifed cf^HdH tR y>t yy ^ t 3ft^ eipj yr^y^ yiftd y>Wi y? yRd y^ ftyfd 
yJt yy ^iyif y^ y>t ytysTFT yy yy? yyyyr dfiyy t i 

gjf^ uriri yRyny : 

110. yy>Fyfty^yyfeyf^%^^ft?yyy3g^^ri%^^^ftft5ryRyf^ 

ftdy?f yiftyf frt fty yy d^, dyersi y?^ y^ gydr afty ftjy yy arj^ dsn 
ftdy^ yrftyf ^ ai^yM % yrfty yiftyyfM % dyyi dMci«« aiyyi dy^yd yyy 
yftiypff ^ ar^ysy y^ d®yf yjt eyiy ^ ^ afty yidd yy yrft ^ y^f^dd ally 

yhdftd f^rft day xydd yy yift yy^ yF^ yr dyry>t ^yyr^ y>t ymrydi % yR ^ 
dy^yd fty^y^ % andR yy yiftyy^ yF ftcyiyr^ f 
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i) wm ^ ^ ^rfecT ^5kcff w^.m. ^ 

3f T ^i(cm ^ ^ art^ t I 

ii) ^ tnf^ ^ an^ ^ mm\ t afl^ 

'm.m, ?!gff amncff % ^ ^ #Tfftcf i^rtsr ^nf^ ai^ife^ 

cRiT #mf ^ aii^ 11 

iii) ^Tcf^TR wm wm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^nfer tr 

Iv) ^Rifir TE|^ ^ are#, ^ m^ ^ t 

>3idt^ ^ iTT^ afr^ ^ ^ araim, ^ g^f»TR ^3?^ mm 

^ ^srrar t cfr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t l 

111. ^ TOf ^ Pi®cp4 f%q5Ter% % ^ R^l^ •ll'jq? ^Pdt ^ % afl^ 

ti!^5fM ^ <9^ ^ ^ m.m. ^ .# apn^ % 

qrc^ aft? ^a^, ^ ^ ^ ^ wiar^i t. 

^ t ^ ^ arniTcft % W? af^ ^ yp^ t I 

112, Vfw€t^em % ^ # aif^ IFRt ^ ^ 

3r3?Wf ^ ^ wc^ % 2iK wif^^’p^l w f^r^ Pr^^ft t titgt'cT^ m 

t, RPj MTe^i#ft ^ ^??TT arrep^w ^ t i 

arrow ^r^rii^ t aft? ^.-nfor. w ^i ^ ?iw ^ l>.arroff ^ 

12.11.2003 qft ci^ ait^^ci ^ m 

^ ^ ?^ ^ Rr^itoi ^ t Wt tftA ?ror ^ 7.1.16 

aR.^sT. ^ ^ ^ ^ ?Mi; ^ apa ?Rft ft<4fTOl % 1^ ^ 

81.21 m.^: T# w ^ ^ 

% aror ^ ^ ^row ^ Pptj ^ ?nft artwif’ro Trrft^’l'SS ar^.^iR? 

^ ^ a^t RfWi^?f ^>?^ t 1 ' ’ ^ ' 

113. f?T‘f^4>\^i ?T?^ % arr^ % fecTi,M> ^ artfe ?rq^ 

arfePrzR % ?t^ % ar^^iTR ?1kTgw, wtrt i?ef #rr^ ardt^ 

!.«riqTt^q^?*HP ^^2rf3I? ^ ^ ?T^ f 


3TR. mImMH , ffe ?T r » R >r O 
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MEVISTTRYOFCOMMERCEANDINDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOnnCATION 

New Delhi, the 2nd December, 2008 
Final Findings 

Subject : Sunset Anti-dumping review investigations in the matter relating to imports of Float Glass from 
Indonesia and China PR, 

No. 15/1/2007-DGAD.—Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 (hereinafter 
referred to as Act) and flie Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Duty or Additional Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Detemiination of Injuiy) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as Rules); 

Background of the Case 

2. On the basis of an application filed by the domestic producer in India, the Designated 

Authority (herein after referred to as the Authority) initiated an antidumping investigation on 
05.07.2002 and notified its final findings recommending definitive antidumping duty on 
import of Float Glass (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
from Indonesia and China PR vide Notification No. 14/19/2002-DGAD, dated 22.08.2003 
and definitive duty was imposed vide Notification No. 165/2003-Customs, dated 12.11.2003. 
Authority initiated sunset review on 13.12.2007 ' , 

3. The present application has been filed by M/s Saint-Gobain Glass India Limited under 
Section 9A (5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 1995 read with Rule 23 of the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 requesting sunset review of 
anti dumping duties earlier imposed on imports of Float Glass fi-om Indonesia and China PR. 
In its application, the applicant substantiated the need for a review of the anti dumping duty 
imposed on the subject goods originating in or exported from Indonesia and China PR. The 
petitioner claimed with prima facie evidence that cessation of anti dumping duty imposed on 
subject goods from these countries is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping 
and injury and have requested for continuation and enhancement of the anti dumping duty 
imposed on subject goods from subject countries for a further period of five years. 

4. Authority initiated sunset review vide notification No. 13*’’ December 2007 in 
accordance with Section 9A(5) of the Act, read with Rule 23 of Antidumping Rules, to 
review the need for continued imposition of duties in force and whether the expiry of the duty 
would be likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. 

Procedure 

5. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to this investigation: 

i) After initiation of the review investigation, the Authority notified the domestic 
industry, all known exporters/producers in the subject countries and known importers. 





HI 57 CnllO'6-5 






B 


•caUiog for questionnaire responses aiKi nece$$aiy iii^^ i|i .accovdance ^nUi 
Rule6(4); , ^ >11 

ii) The Embassy of the subject countri^ jn Newi^l^,)^ ipaggpia^ 

the investigation, in accordance wiih Rufe B(2), witiE a request to adviK due 
exporters/p^ucers in their respective countries to respc^^to tja^qpft^ 
the prescribed time. 

iii) The Authority sent questionnaires^ to elieiti relevant information, to UievlaiQwni ‘expofters 

.d»mlnd(mesia and China PR. ;: - : -v 

. ■ ■ ■ >. ■ ■ •; ■ 

iv) Only one pf the exporters &om hidonesia« PT. Muliaglass. Float 
the qupstitMmaiie in response to the above nod^oatipn. ; : , 


9% 

The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is 1 2006 to 

30* June 2007 (12 months). However, injury analysis co^tilbd dto yea^ 

2006andPOI. 

Request was made to the Directorate Geiitmld of Omoiaiiereial' 

Statistics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past three 
years and the period of investigation; ^ \ ‘ 

The Saint«<3obain Glass India Ltd; (domestic producer) of toe stAJe«^^ has 

investigation. ' 


v) 


Vi) 


vii) 


vlii) No other interested party has submitted any response to toe mitiidion hedfieetkifi. 

ix) The Authority has considered all views expre^ed and siftanissiftoB 

interested parties to toe extent toey are relevant for toe pieseto invCarij^Ott.' 

x) The Authority made available non-confidentod 'veision of todi i iMnilUti 

various interested parties in toe form of a public file kept opOT for ii^JCCtion hy toe 
interested parties; ; ^ ^ ; * - ; i ;- 

xi) The Authority verified the infornuttion futtiitoed by toe dmnc^lc toc^^ 

possible to examine the injury suffered and to work out Optiniditt cCit OffilodUCliC^^and 
cost to make and sell toe subject goods in India on toe basis of OoiAally Accepted 
Accounting Principles (GAAP) andtoe information fumitoed by tfaej^lkants so as to 
ascertain if Anti-Dumping duty lower thhh the dumping margin wotdd be stdiicient to 
remove injury to Domestic Industry; 

xii) The Authority also verified toe data of toe cooperating exporter; to dctoia^ toe 
normal value and dumping margin as per toe Rides. 

xiii) The Authority held a public hearing on 12* Se^rtembcr 20(» to ^ltoar 
parties orally, Avhich was attended by representatives of dcmfi^tto^ 
parties attending toe public hearing were requested to file V'nriW 
toqiressed orally. The written submission reemved fiom 

considered told mcoipdrated in the disclosdre to toe extent toey^ato'^CvaBt «iS(l 
toibstantiati^ \vito evklence. 
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xiv) In the statement represents information furnished by interested parties on 

confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 


Broduct Under eonsideration and **Like Article** 

Views Of the Domestic Industry 

6. The product involved in the original investigation and this sunset review is Float 
Glass of thickilbss 2ninl to 12inm, (both thickness inclusive) of clear as well as tinted variety 
(other tl^ green glass) but not including processed glass meant for decorative, industrial or 
automotive purposes. Since, the present investigation is a review investigation; product under 
consideration remains the same as has been defined in the original investigation, as there has 
been no significant development or change in the product during the period thereafter. It is 
classified under Chapter heading 70.05 of the first schedule of Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

Views of Interested Parties 

7. No interested party other than the domestic industry heis made any submissions with 
regard to the product under consideration 

Examination bv Authority 

8. Authority examkied the contentions of the domestic industry in detsdl It is noted that 

the present investigation is a sunset review investigation and/ therefore the scope of the 
product under consideration should not be altered in review investigation. The Authority 
therefore holds that the scope of the present product under consideration is the same as was 
the scope of the product under consideration in the sunset review investigations notified vide 
Notification No. I4/19/2002-DGAD, dated 22.08.2003 and consequent Customs Notification 
No. 165/2003-Customs, dated 12.11.2003. . . 

Standing and scope of the Domestic Industry 

Views Of the Domestic Industry 

9. Following submissions have been made by the domestic industry with regard to 
standing of the domestic industry. 

i. Petition was filed by M/s Saint-Gobain India Ltd, There are three producers of 
subject goods in India who created capacity for production of Float Glass namely M/s 
Saint-Gobain Glass India Ltd., M/s Asahi India Glass Ltd. and M/s Gujarat Guardian 
Ltd. Apart from M/s Ssunt-Gobain Glass India Ltd., the other two producers have 
been importers of the subject goods during the period of investigation. Therefore, the 
said two producers are not being considered as part of the domestic industry. 

ii. It has been submitted that no issues have beert raised by Uny interested party 
on standing of the domestic industry and hence they are not offering any comments on 
standing. It has been pleaded that it has been admitted by PT MuUaglass in their letter 
dated 3.3.20008 that fiiey exported subject goods to M/s. Asahi India ^d further that 
no party has disputed that M/s. Gujarat Gurdian has not imported subject goods. In 
view thereof, they have submitted that in terms of Rule 2(b) deeming fiction, both the 
above named domestic producers cannot from part of Domestic Industry. It has 
further been stated that in any case, without prejudice, it is relevant here to state that 
Rule 5 of the Anti-dumping Rules is not applicable to the sunset review hence, the 



[Mptl—^pgl} 
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; fsiesent sunsotritiyiewinitiated by the ^ Designated Autiiefity futty h^ i^cprdttlce with 

th^ ATiti, Aimp in g Riikiff-tftdifaereforeenrii^tiy 11^ - * ; ?' : -• 

. _ ,■ >, ; ■ L. " v-l, •:vy'- a'viy 

VtewanfIntereited^arlies H 

10. No interest^ iwrty otki^ tiiati the dottiesife mdi^ttiy tj^^tnide any'^imissiohs on the 




issue of the Standing. 

Examination bv the Designated Authority 

11. The petitioner'aflcged that W'btiier j^ goods 

duHhg die pmod of investig^on. No ddtalfe '6f nnports ^ dtffer jWo^ were 

provided by the petitioner, nor it was established why these ^ittidticeirs shciiffdiffij excluded 
fiom the scope of domestic industry in view ^f the di^retiou avsdiable to the Authority 
Rule 2(h). Hie puhlishbd ihfoimdtion available Ws 

Asahi haa imported the ^6ods iil vojt^es. tte^infeftn^ ^^!|bie pn,r^rd 

shows, t^ iinpdrte n^e by the C 9 ny>w^;wi^^ m the^^ an^ 

constituted 1 . 33^0 of Iii^^p^ucti^hantf^ ih top Co)^t^.,^^A^ 

third Cony?;^, n^ely M/s Glya^ 

any imports by the cpmpi^^ the ^ t^p 

comp^es are riot so that 1^' ^ 

Authority consider it ^j^priate lipjt to cfinsi^€^,^y iheli^trfe d^e^P jndustry.. 

12. Thepre^my^gationshpwevj^are apn^t w 

to determhie whether aiifi duihpiitg dutjfs^^ psquired;tf)r^:^xj^^ R^ 

regardto initiation (^investigation and stapcUng^pfthe.api^li^t to iiie an aj^hcatw^ ai^'t^ot 
attracted in the present case. Therefore, the Authority holds that inclusion»pf;tiw,pthet 
producers within the category of eligible domestic industry does not vitiate the initiation and 
the prese^inyestigaitions. 1 • ; :in v 

13. Rule 2(b) with regard to the spcy^ of :the ^me^Q w^wtry pr»vi^ th^^^ 
domestic producers whose prodwMion ooiwtitutos n pfOpmhon in hidimi pfodu^on 
shall bciconadercid as dornestteinduslry. In the fffOserrt^ibific^ product of tha petitioner 
constituted more than 25% ririi&han pfoduptieitti- i The Anthoiity hridsitimt/the^^pctiticMier 
coristitutiBf doinestic iiidustry withmithe«ieanmg iof thief rule. 

nniMpin gPcterminattott ^ ■■ ;-• v 


ftf N^t>igal 'V<ate »nfl 

14 Only one ^iteiymtoiuficturef. M/s TO Mulia^s, Plpk DiVlsiOtt has filed^its 
questi(n«ia!^responsd. ■' ■ ■ ^ ^ 

Views of the Domestic Indnstrv ^ " 

t 

15. " The dome^ indus^ from^ 

Indonesia as non-cooperating bri the follo>™^ pDttnds 

i. The only paihcipajihg vfe. PT Mtolia^^s has fhled 

to fulfill titoir obfigia^n th^ % hid^^^ 

summary of the respchse to expmter^s qubrobniiaire. 

ii. They have claimed excessive confidentiality without any justification. 
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iii. The non-confidential version of the questionnaire response is incomplete & 
deficient, as they have failed to give the non-confidential version of all the 
information contained in the confidential version and incomplete and defici^t 
questionnaire response by them does not permit a reasonable understanding of the 
substance of the information submitted in cohfidence. 

iv. '^ere is also no statement of reasons for claiming excessive confidentiality 
whereas it was obligatory for the exporter to give proper statement of reasons as to 
why confidentiality was claimed and why summarization w^ not possible for certain 
information. 

V. The ^ipendices enclosed with the response also contain no meaningfiil non* 
confidential resjxinse and incomplete and deficient questionnaire response by them 
does not permit a reasonable understanding of the substance of the information 
submitted in confidence. 

16. ^ According to the Domestic Industry Rule 7 mandates that all the information 
submitted by a party on a confidential basis cannot be regarded as confidential unless the 
same is supported by reasons and is so accepted by the Authority^ by passing a separate ord e r 
granting such confidentiality. In other words. Rule 7 does not in any way permits that the 
exporter can get away with minimal information rather it casts a responsibili^ on the 
exporters to furnish summaries in sufficient details so as to permit a reasonable understanding 
of the substance of the infbrmation submitted on confidential basis to enable the interested 
parties to give their comments and to assist the Authority in arriving at the correct 
determinations. The law further states that if the authorities find that a request for 
confidentiality is not warranted and if the supplier of the information is eidier unwilling to 
make the iriformation public or to authorize its disclosure in generalized or summary form, 
the authorities may disregard such information. It is also submitted that in terms of the Rule 
7, the Designated Authority has to record the reasons for accepting the claftn of 
confidentiality. 

17. According to them, CESTAT, in the tiles case has clearly held that infdrmation 
provided to the Designated Authority on confidential basis is not required to be treated as 
confidential merely because it is provided to the Designated Afithority on a confidential basis 
and has further laid down detailed guidelines to examine claims of confidentiality. Further, it 
has been clearly held that confidentiality is not a mere tool to deny disclosure to kill 
transparency, or to create a handicap for opposing parties. It has been laid down that for die 
purpose of transparency; there is an obligation on the authority to require the parties to 
furnish non-confidential summaries, which shall be in sufficient detail to permit a reasonable 
understanding of the substance of the information submitted in confidwice. 

18. Domestic industry in their written submissions has pointed out that in response only 
the name of the owner has been given as PT Mulia Industrindo tbk. No ansiver has been 
given to a specific question, whether any of them are related to any other company engaged 
in production and sale of subject goods. According to them PT Mulia Industrindo; is also 
engaged in sale of tiles and is presently facing duties in South Afiica. Interestingly, the 
findings record that such float glass is manufactured by PT Muliaglass Industrindo a fact 
which has not been disclosed to the Designated Authority. 

19. The exporter has not given any answer with respect to change in the structure of the 
company in the last three years including the period of investigation. 

20. Name of owner holding 99.9% in exporter as producer has not been disclosed. List 
of other products produced by the company have also not been disclosed though there is a 
specific question from the Designated Authority seeking such details. 
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21. Name of all sttbstdiuies or o&er reUted coaqMo^ ifl not disclosed. Contrary to 
attachm^t B.2, it has not been mentioned that leiated company FT Muliaglass Industrie 
sells all subject goods pGOdnoed by the exporter in dte cknnestie maricet Fui&er, the 
acdvtdes of each related ootopaay 'in terms of questionnaire xe^wmse has hot been provided. 
The expOTter; has^aot provitM any incfeniiation rdadng to investments and kept the same 
contidenitial ^without assignmg any reasom. 

22. Frioe lists are stated to be available tmd are not filed. It has^bera mentioned fiiat they 

shall' be givoi to the authmity during vmfication. U is settled law that unless^ all the 
infonnatiim required to be'^filed is avml^e on reo(XPd; the authority does adt ixoceed for 
verification^ vv’• 

Examination bv the Authority 

23. The Authority has examined tiic submissions of the domes^ industry iii detml and 
notes that the submissions as above are mostly legal in nature. The Authorhy; finlher, 

that meaningful information»related to this case has been, submitted by , foe rc^ponfong 
exporter and they have fully cooperated with the Authority ji^ seeking yerifinja^qn of alji ibie 
related records. Even the price list has been made available to foe Authority, dining ^pbt 
verification. To that extent the Authority holds that the responding exporter from Inctpnesinii^ 
a fully co-operating exporter for the purposes of foe investigation. 

24. The information submitted by the exporter was also verified by foe Aufoority as per 
the procedure prescribed and foe dumping margin has been determined as follows. 

Normal Value: 

25. FT. Muliaglass filed a detailed questionnaire response containing det^lfe of dbmcstic as 

well as experts sales of the subject goods manufactured and sold by them. For computation of 
Normal Value, domestic sales of the subject goods weie tfot^ktered ba^ bn tl^ verified dita. 
The element wise cost of production was also verified and reconciled from the books of 
account maintained by the company. An analysis of the profit and loss account bf foe c^ptoy 
shows that foe company has been suffering losses on the ^e of subject goods dimng the period 
of investigatipn, alfoou^ there is an insi^ficant profit of les^' thUn ***%’ during foe 

year 2007. The claims of the coihpany wfo regard tio cost 'of pibductioii also verified and 
foe cost of production of foe company (excluding'packing ^ direct coks) determined based 
on the information filed by the company and verified by the Authority works out to US 

per MT. Average domestic selling price at ex-factory level after allowing, claimed and verified 
adjustments on account of Packing, Inland freight and commission, was howevar. foimd ta be 
US $***,per MT. Average per unit domestic selling price being less than the average cost of 
production, foe Aufoority "therefore tried to foe Second option bf t^iance upon third 
country exports for determination of noripal value, tfbwevet, veriffbatibn of records revealed 
the average selling price to third countries AVas b^r MT whi<fo was'S^aifl fei* less 

than the cost of production. Therefore this method of determination of normal value is ruled out 
and the Authority has adopted the cost of production of the cooperating exporter and determine 
the normal value by adding a reasonable profit margin (i.e.5®/o) to this cost of pfodhctibn. The 
normal value so determined at ex-factoty level works out as US i * pbr^MT; 


Export Price: 
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26. During the POI, PT. Muliaglass Float Division had exported **♦ MT Float Glass to 
India. The invoice-wise details of exports to India during the period of investigation were 
considered based on verified data. Price adjustments were considered in appendix-2 itself in 
respect of each sales transaction. Details regirding their claim of adjustments were verified 
during the course of verification firom the records maintained by the company. No 
adjustments were claimed on account of credit cost, bank charges. Therefore the Authority 
has adjusted these costs based upon the actual verified data. Further packing cost on export 
sales was claimed as US $ *** per MT. However detailed apportionment as to how die same 
was allocated was not explained The Authority has therefore considered the packing cost of 
the domestic industry i.e. US $ *** per MT to be applied in the present case as well and 
deduct the same for determination of the export price at ex-factory level. The export price so 
determined is as follows: 


Export Price 

us$ 

GIF Price as per Appendix /MT 

*** 

Export Incentives 

ickic 

Gross Export Price 

■k'k’k ^ 

Less : Adjustments as per Appendix 2 


Ocean Freight 

Ik** 

Ocean Insurance 

*** 

Inland Freight 

itie-k 

Handling Charges 

kkk 

Export Packing 

kkit 

Credit Cost ^,0.493% 

kkk 

Bank Charges (% 0.15% 

kkk * 

Total Adjustments 


Ex-factory Export Price US $/MT 



All other exporters from Indonesia 
Normal Value 

27. No other exporter from Indonesia made any submission before the Authority in 
response to this review investigation. Therefore, for all other exporters from Indonesia, the 
Authority has adopted the normal value deteimined for the cooperating exporter for 
Indonesia. 

Export Price 

28. The net export price has been determined based on the lowest export transaction value 
from Indonesia based on the export data of the cooperating exporter from Indonesia, after 
allowing for adjustments at the same level as applied to cooperating exporter works out as 
follows. 
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Handling Charges 

wmssmm 


HH£9Mk4 

Credit Cost ® 0.493% 

*** ' '' 

Bank Charges @ 0.15% 

*** 

Tptal Adjustments, . . 



*** 


N»rM«IV«lii««iidExn«rtPriMforrfiini^PR 





l&aaaU^'. ',,v‘v; 

. The Authority notes China FR ^ ^en;t|rea^ es ajKmTiniul^et economy eofuntry 
in the ^tl-Klpaiping iny^gatioi^by oU^ WO inenibers inthe ppst lotemns of 

Para 8(2) of the annexture-l- 9 f A^i*dumpingjiiiles^ China PR is to be ,treated ^ a apit^inark^^ 
economy country subject to rebuttal of the presumption by the exporting country or 
individual exporters in terms of the Rules. v < , * 


( 30. As Paragraph 8, Anhexure I to the Anti-Dumping Rules, as amended, the 

presumption of anon-mark^ economy can be raimtted,af theexporter(s)..^m Chinaprpvide 
. information and Sjufficiem evidence o^ die’basis jof^e criteria ^^ifie^ip psxagj^ph (3) 
m Paragn^h 8 and prpve ^tp the contrary. The cooperating export^pixTdnt^ cd* 
goods from People's. Republic , of Clpna are required, to futni^; necessary 
information/sufficient evidence as n^ntioned in aub-paiag^ph (3) of 8 in response 

to the Market EcopQmy Tr^hnept (MET) questionnaire to pnable the Designated /^thority 
to consider the following cnt^a as to \^ether:- 

31. The decisions of , concerned frnns in China PR regarding prices, posts and inputs, 
including raw>materials, cost of technology and labpur,^ outpvit» ^alqs and inve^ent we made 
in response to market signals reflecting supply and demand ‘without significant state 
interference in this regard, and whether costs of major inputs substantially reflect market 

values; , ■ 

. % 

32. The production costs and financial situation of such firms are subject to significant 

distorfions carried over from the former non-market economy system, Tri partitulw in reljdion 
to depreciation of assets, ofiier write-offs, barter nude and payment via comperK^ibh of 
debts; ' T'' 

33. Such firms are subject to bankruptcy wid property laws wW<^ jguaitotee legal 

certainty and stability for the operafion of die firms. ; ~ 5': 

34. The exchange rate conversions are carried out at the market rate. 

35. In this connection Para 7 of Aimexure I of the Rule provides that 

‘*fn case cf tssports from non-market economy countries, Mormal value shaU^be deterntined 
on the basis if the price or constructed value in the market economy third counH^r or the 
price from such a third counOy to other countries, including India or where it is not possible, 
oronaky otherreiis<nwkle,bmis,imludmgdieprice^<^ orpf^kinfrt^frirthe 

like product, duly ac^'usted if necessary, to include a reasonable pr<^. -tiiorg\a. ^ An 
cgfpropriate market economy tfdrd country shall selected by the desigjncded.jndhdrify, in a 
reasonable manner, keeping in view the level of development of the cowdry p(Vii‘e^rf^^ and 
the product in question, and due account shall be taken of ary reliable information made 
available at the time of selection Accounts shall be taken within time limits, where 
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QppTopriotB, of the invostigotion iriodB in any sifnilor matter in respect of any otiwr market 
economy third country. ^The parties to the investigation shall be informed without any 
unreasonable delay the aforesaid selection of the market economy third country and shall be 
given a reasonable period of time to offer their comments. ” 

36. None of the exporter from China made any submission before the Authority in 
response to this review investigation. Therefore, The Authority proceeds to determine the 
normal value in China on other reasonable basis, in terms of second proviso of Para 7 of 
Annexure 1 to the Rules. Accordingly, the ex-works Normal value of the product under 
consideration for ail exporters from China has been constructed based on facts available. 
The normal value was determined by the petitioner on the basis of estimates of eOst of 
production. In the absence of any response from the China exporters, the Authority has 
determined normal value on the basis of estimates of cost of production, with addition of 
selling, general and administrative expenses. Reasonable profit has been added to determine 
ex-factory normal value v^ch works out to US $ *** per MT. 

Export Price 

37. The Authority has perused transaction wise data from Info drive data source with 
regard to imports from China PR. The Authority notes that the Info drive data source 
infonnation shows imports of *** MT of PUC from China PR during POI. The Authority 
also procured DGCI&S data and perused the details of exports of subject goods to India from 
China PR. As per information available in DGCISS data source the total imports of PUC 
from China PR during POI was to the time of *** MT. There being under reporting in info 
drive data source, the Authority has relied upon the volume of imports fix)m China PR for 
calculation of net export price Per MT CIF as per DGCI$S data source vvdiich works out to 
Rs, ***. After allowing adjustments on account of ocean Freight at the same level as allowed 
in case of verified data of Indonesia, i.e.USS *** (Rs. ***) and Ocean Insurance US $ *** 
(***) the net export price at ex-factory level works out to Rs. *** equal to US $ *** per 
MT. 


Import volume 

*•** 'MT 

Import value 

Rs *** 

CIF export price per MT 

Rs. *** 

Less: Adjustments 


Ocean Freight 

Rs. *** 

Insurance 

Rs, *** 

Total Adjustments 

Rs. *** 

Ex-factory Export Price 

Rs. *** 

Ex-factory Export Price 

US $ *** 


Dumping Margin 


38. The normal values determined at the ex-factory level has been compared with the 
respective net export prices determined at the ex-factory level to^determine the dumping 
margins as follows: 


Dumping Margin 
Calculations 

Normal Value 
US$ 

Export Price 
US$ 

Dumping Margin 
US$ 

ESHI 

PT. Muliaglass Float 
Division Indonesia 

*** 

*** 


Negative 















-SoJti^BSLh 


AD Oflien 
ih)i|i InDose^ 


Exporters / 
producers from 
Chin^PR 



, ‘-f,.'j-- ■>.. ■, 'i' >5 : ii' >01 '■ 

39. Wheteas the currei^ 4pmfHhg margins .^om Indoae^a jac m$^ef Jmn 

Giina PR have been fbii^ to £^ye h - r ^ 







40. The domestic industry has pleaded that the D«tgnated Audiority is leip^Kd to 
exa^e v\dietber die cession / di^ntini^t^^i^. 0f D> 

lead to cottiinumce ^r recunence of dmtpmg ifx^ r^v . 1 - ^ 


41. They, have pleaded diat; Seedon ^ 

prohability/po^ibility of lecun^nce or iiwntihuance^ctf^^l^^ apd^^^lipry IP a 
categorical poMUve finding of roctp^ipevor^oonti^^ l^^ule, p DieiOENpir of 

likelihood of continuance ^ reci^nence i^dM^^^ WOapFP 

the effect and influence of the anti dumping duties already in place against the subject 
countries and the likely iuhirebi^^our of the eiQkrP^ if tp 

The Designated Authority is also reqmred to examine whether the trend/bdmviofal pattern of 
dumping continues to persist deepite^: Aafi diWft|»l!g 4Dfiea iopl»ceHi*ll'ia pcrtpfirt to note 
while carrying out the review that the exporter/f^oducers in subject countries are fully awne 
of the proximity of in^pen^^ sunset revie^if,,liencertheh^ pOC^rbehavl^ i&IDEely to be 
manipulated/determined and hence suspect and untruatwoilhy/, hiodp woi^ toe hdiawour 
during the period of investigation is not conclusive as the same may be tamted toie to prior 
kno\yledge about the review which is undeitokept in teictoia cf^tbe trade notice on soitset 
review, 


42. It has been submitted that in tins b^kdmp, improvement in the various ii^nry 
factors, per se, during the period of investigation is not directly rbl^ant. 


VP 


43 . The Domestic Industry has pleaded that all the subject countries hove been found to 
be dumpily the subject goods during the period of inVestigsrtion Pd the d umpii^ maigins 
have been very significant. Not only is the dumping nuirgin from alf toe subject coiiitoimi Pll 
significant, but the dumping has not ceased to exist de^te the Aito-dun^ing dofica bepg in 
force. It also relevant to note that the exporters from toe^sttojeci^apdries haw also m^lged 
in toe dumpiz^ during the years prior to POI, These fricts esUdtoto beyond mi tola of doubti 
that there is no change in the pricing behaviour of tfe exported and they will confinue to 
export at dumped j^ces once toe duties aitMemoved and the impact of toe diwiping wsQiddbe 

much more serious and the <tomestic indusl^ wouj^ be cert^ly tojured. 

44. The domestic ii^ustry in their submissions has further stated that toe sidjcct countries 
AUft Htimpitig tlii* silhject gh^<^ not dnl^ to IfadiS^bflft^yfeo ifa ^ 

(i) Korea in 2008 imposed antMumping duties on Chma. Mi o ^ha d of 

China are likely to be exported to India if d^es arc ranoved. 
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(ii) Philippines in 2006 have extended safeguard measures on float glass for 
another 3 years. Due to safeguard measures, subject countries are blocked 
flrom exporting subject goods to Philij^ines. Blocked^ exports of subject 
countries are likely to be exported to India if duties are removed. , 


45. Philippines in a sunset review against Indonesia extended anti-dumping duty on float 
glass for another 5 years vide Notification dated 02.10.2006. Blocked exports of Indonesia 
for another 5 yeto are likely to be exported to India if duties are removed. PT Muliaglass 
was found to be dumping subject goods even during sunset review in Indonesia. 


46. vSdulh issued alert notice for extension of duties against China for another 5 

years which are likely to lapse in November 2009. At least till 2009 and po^ibly thweafter, 
blocked exports of China are likely to be exported to India if duties are removed. It is to be 
not^ that PT Muliaglass "was found to be dumping Float Glass and is presently subject to 
duties in South AMca. 


47/ ‘ Turkey has imposed specific safeguard against China on 7.04.2006 for a period of 3 
years. Blocked exports of China are likely to be exported to India if duties are removed. 

48. Authorities in the said countries have determined significant dumping margin fiom 
the si^ject countries. This clearly establishes that price behavior of exporters/producers fiom 
the subject countries continues to be aggressive and suggests a strong probability of 
continuance and recu^ence of dumping once the duties are withdrawn. 

■i ' 'i 

49. Subjectcountries have excessive capacity. The same is apparent from following; 

(i) Pilkington report indicating 180 float plants operating in China. 

(ii) There is a rapid growth in setting up of float glass capacities in China as 
detailed below. 


P'ldai Plants in China 

Rapid growth in float glass plants: 


year 

Number of Float Plants in Chma 


I . 1 

j9m 

18 1 

\J992 

25 1 

\I997 160 1 

\2000 

69 

12003 

103 1 

\2005 

Jw 

\2006 

160 (estimated) 

\2007 1 

179 (estimated) 


Source: ht^://www.usgnn.com News Article China Seminar 
30.QU006 






[^ 1 — 






(iii) Philipp^ in & suspect I^^new 9 ^ 1 ^^ 

ei^cessive in Ii^ " ' ^ > 

(iV) Philippine m the suni^ e^ew i^hfed ^ 

are being setup in 20Ot. “ • > r.- 

50. Cleatly the expQrtCT/produc^ ^ c|Dw^Miliy, 

Anti-dipnping Duties an4^eguard(^^ 6w Jpru^diom 



have been curtdled in slich otl^r cphntne* ^Use tl^ 

capa<iities and there is a ?ti^g Iik^dih^^pf l^rge sc^p (j&nr^n pf appjfjipljgqQds to tpi^ 
dumped prices, in ihe evdit the Antidumping duties are withdrawn at tins stage. It * 
pertinent to note that none of the exporters has led any evidence to prove that dieir pricing 
behavior has change^ or thpt t^y lave no re^ps to coijitUP^ into . 

India. No infdrma^oaidiatso^ver}^h^|ir^v^^ ' ^‘ " 
sales projections, likely.piices ip o^er etg; 

and only partial i ^ ♦ 

have resulted in! 

51., The aiitoity has tai^ note of variops 
Authority holds tl^ tiie conc^ of dumjy^g and 

investigation and the sunset review investigation'aie dit^reid and m^inct. v(^ie m me 
original inve^tigatiw^ t^ iitoping ai^ to l)e,e^li6]^ed^:^iiii^^tm 

of Antidwnping duties, in a susi^t review ip^^g^on si^^ ^ an^du^ing 
already in existoice,,the 7/fe/y’ dnitimiance^ 

ascertained apd the jg^iiry aj^ysis bps to focus op the shpatioh.pf 

indu^ if duties arc ^ow^ ^ expire^ The Apthonty ai^yzcd 





and the same are detailed as under. 


Indonesia ^ 




52. 


7tr!;p;i'»; A ti/ir , 

< "\n IK-Cji-’i 

Verification of the da^;C^^spQrk%g pj‘)' . * ?»- 


ii? r 

r -.Vv; 
‘ A i-ji 

to 


revealed that they had ap in^led j^loip ^yapaci^ of *”. T^ 

continued to be the same durihig POI as ik) addition^ capacities haW bee 

1997., Their total prodoe^on .dutij^ POI was, *** MT .^^ist ^s / jidlout 

production capacity ^of j^^lch jEs^aites 

only. Authority notes aie.pode 4 icate 4 ^ 'aM 

that extent they are capabjic pf utilizi^ 16^/9 oftS 

to demand being there, the larp^tion of 

sales including domestic sales^ exiwrts to,Jndfa and cpi^ti^ i! 

MT. Thus during POI they were able to sell only /[% of the totiS prrduction 61 uie ‘ 


was 


*** 


product iinder considet^Op, Tbjis is innhcative of Od 

exi^rto’, Ukely tp he dii^^ to India at dpmjpi^ m plf wth&^^^o^^ 

antidumping measure in force. - - . 


53. fhe^^utjiorijy.also notes that the ^de^lf^ | 

of 2mm, to 5 hup y^ty of f^UC to It^a dui^ fof 

total production of PUC PQl, Chi ' 

extent ofi.e Sf H of 5^ 

45% of the fetal produt^dkni during PQt ^ ^ ^ 


the ^ 

-> . 
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54. The Authority further notes that as against the average selling price of US $ *** per 
MT (FOB) in the domestic market, the exports to third countries were made at an average 
FOB price of US $ per MT and to India at an average FOB price of US $ *** per MT. 
The Authority also notes that the high selling price to India is primarily because of export of 
high end product i.e. 2mm to 5mm variety fix)m amongst PUC. 

55. Analyzing the trends on volumes during Ipjury period, the Authority notes that during 
the calendar year 2004, 2005 and 2006, the exports to India were to the extent of *** MT, 
*** and **♦ MT respectively whereas during the same period the exports to third countries 
were *** MT, *** MT and *** MT respectively. As far as domestic sales are concerned, the 
same were to the extent of*** MT, *** MT and *** MT respectively during 2004,2005 and 
2006. 

56. Analyzing the pricing pattern during injury period, the Authority notes that the 
exports to third countries were at FOB price US $ ***, US $*** and US $*** per MT for the 
periods 2004,2005 imd 2006 respectively. The pricing pattern for exports to India during the 
corresponding period was FOB US $ ***, US $*** and US $ *** respectively. Ddmestic 
selling prices during 2004, 2005 and 2006 were US $ ***, US $ *** and US $ *** 
respectively. The Authority therefore notes that barring 2004, the export jmces to India have 
bem far higher than the prices at which the sales were made, either in the domestic market or 
to third countries,^although in terms of quantity the percentage share of these sales to India 
was minuscule and not reliable for assessment of dumping in the event of withdrawal of 
duties, particularly in view of huge surplus c^)acities. 

57. Even during Post - POI the verified data reveals that the volume of exports to India 
was *** MT (2% of total sale) at an FOB price of US $ *** per MT, whereas export to third 
coimtries was *** MT (48% of total sale) at an average FOB price of US $ *** per MT and 
sales in the domestic market were to the tune on *** MT (50% of the total sale) at an average 
price of US $ *** per MT. They further admitted not having sold any subject goods to India 
during the calendar year 2008 till the date of verification. 

58. The Aiifliority cCnciudes tlmfiap^pf^ India has been primarily because 

of the export of high ^d Automotive variety of PUC, i.e. 2.00 mm to 5.00 mm variety Only 
and they have not been selling 6.00 mm and above varieties to India, possibly b^use of 
ADD in place and in ail likelihood, these other varieties of PUC will find their way into 
Indian markets at dumped prices in the event of withdrawal of antidumping duties. 

59. The Authority further concludes that the said responding exports admitted being 
under AD investigations from Philippines since 2005 and Anti dunging duties imposed by 
that country. They also admitted of having been under investigation from South Africa and 
ADD being in place for export to that country. They Authority also lakes note of the fact, as 
further stated by the responding exporter that they were under review investigation from 
Thailand and Australia since 2004 but the duties had not been extended by these countries. 

60. Authority communicated these details to the subject exporter in the form of 
verification report to vdiich they responded by accepting these observations of the Authority. 

61. From the above. Authority ^coiicludes that the subject exporter has not been able to 
penetrate the Indian market to export at dumped prices, particularly low end varieties of the 
PUC, because’ of the ADD being in place. The Authority further concludes that actual 
dumping margin in respect of the responding exporter, based upon the hi^ end variety alone, 
as worked above, cannot form a benchmark for future exports by the said responding 
exporter, particularly \^en the price variation in respect of exports to third countries as also 
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domestic sales vis^A vis ei^pits to ImJia.is hifge. The Authority further hokk that ^ 
duDifw^ measwe infoioeooo^be ccmstrupdasw effective qfk>w volume mqimtsto 

India ^ stalling tiu^iog of ^ si^ject goods tQ hidU hy the 

going by their submissions in response to ti)e disclosure statemrat^,^ Authcuhy ec^hides 
that tile inventory level of ^pp. of PUC is huge by wy standards and they are in all 

likelihood bound to look fc^ alternate markdil lo offload ti^ unsttid stocks at ^uapcd prices 
in tile eveiti of witiidmw^ of ADD^aheady in^{^^ 

Otter Eipoiten 

62. No other exporters / protiucm from bidone^ have participated in the investigation. 
As per the best available information, avaiUtitie with &e Authority, there are at least thre^ 
otfa^ producers / es|>orteES in Indonesia viz. Asahi Glas^ PT Tensindo and Adbi Rakyat 

\ Bal^ vdth a combi^ Pt^ity of approxim^Iy 900000 MT, None of tiiese piodueers / 
eiqioi^ has exported the PUC to India during POI as pa: the Info drive source data 
availattie with the Authority, Authority takes note of these si^plus a^ncities in hidoneria 
i^ien seep titmi the perspective of jpossible ^version to India ofPUC, mtd also takes note of 
the &ct that ADD in place has beoi an effective ipeasure in fcuce tp/preveot ^impiag into 
India from these otiier manufSebcturers as well and CQnclud|es that the actual dumfting margin 
worked out ^ve based upon the lowest price of the exports of the high aid variety of the 
leqwiidkig ejqxnl^,. non co-operating exporters, can dso not be considered as a bench 
maik diunping maigip for future exports by these other producer^/ expcutos from Indonesia. 

China PR 

_ 1 

63. The Atithority concludes that the dunqiing margin from Chma is significant diiring 
the period of ipyi^gatibn. Ip fact tiie dumping margin during POI is much higher than the 
antidunqwg dpty in plpce as on date. Further, China k opt only exporting the subject goods 
to India at slumped price biti also to various o&er countries. .The Autixsdty also observes that 
the subject go^ .from China are facing jbeaspres in many parts of the world. The 
submissiqns mpde by domestic industry in this regard lenuun un-rebiPted and the fiict that in 
200$r K<nea pigiosed anti’^dpn^ng duties on Chinp, and ip 2006, PhiUppines has extended 
safeguard measures on float glass for anotiio' 3 years becopies a feet on reemti. Similarly tibe 
claim of tiie domestic industry that South Africa has issued alert notice for extension of duties 
against China fin: am^hcr 5 ye^ h^pnd November 2009 a^o remains uii'iebtitfed. The 
Autbmity fuctiier notes the spbrnisaions made by tite domestip. industry that Turkey has 
in^xiied yec^ aa^iard against China on 7.04.2006 fer a peisod of 3 year^ 

64. Ibe autiiprity also conclpdes, that tiiere is exces^ve available ogiacity in China as 

leported.by ^ donwstic industry^ The subpusrion of the domestic indus^ plants 

in China PR havnipermsed^pm ^imt in tiie yegr 49S0 to 179 in tte year 2006 have 

been takcit on re^^ 'fhese nfepiissknis made by the domestic indusdy hGPe lutf been 
contested by any 9 ^ mterested party and therefore the Autiiority therefore relies, upon this 
iiifoiapfltio^ Ix^catityteg <ite a iUceliho^ an^ 

65. To- mss chock the submistiops made by the domestic in^istry., about exensteve 

capacities, the Authority has gathered information on China glass industry from secondary 
sources. **Maiket Watch** Business wire. New York rqwrt dated October 28,2008, sOs about 
tile siggily and (tenand maritet of CUitt glass industryr and orpoimds the oi^Hit tendaicy, 
regronal disOabtitioii, tndralry sPwtiue, pimhict^^p^ expod etc of Chma gto 

iiidiistty Alap* the mpon stetes to fasrve nuide pertinent reaeardi op glass 

s^iiM^maikoteteaBdiitectiiie, aitloptelnle and ^Btefibre; giviag 

investmete bntspQte m supor^lmi tdt»?clca^^ cdl bonding glas^ i^ otiio: deep- 
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processed glass; and predicts the development trend of glass products in 2008. Ultmiately, the 
report states about making comparisons between key listed manufacturers widi regard to 
glass output, ex-factory price and financial performance, etc; and assessing the development 
of those manufacturers in the next stage. 


66. Authority, relying upon this report, concludes that, after its downturn in 2006, China 
^ass industry turned to the better in 2007 and the relationship of supply and demand 
improved significantly. The prosperity of glass industry in 2007 continued in the first half of 
2008, with a fast growth rate. Production capacity kept increasing but die competition 
became fiercer. The market has grown saturated and the growth rate slows down. It is still the 
main pressure of fast growing production capacity on glass market. 


67. Authority further concludes that, based upon this report, that East China, Nortii China 
and Central South China are the key regions of glass production; wherein, tiie top 3 by glass 
output capacity are Hebei province, Guangdong province and Jiangsu province. The province 
of Hebei, ranking the first by flat glass output in 2007, still sees a rapid growth rate in 20D8. 
Besides, glass output of Jiangsu province dropped to some extent in recent two years. In 
Guangdong province, float glass and high-grade float glass take high proportions and 

industry structure is superior to that of the other two provinces. 


68. It has further been reported that Glass price rose slightly in the first quarter of 2008, 
and then dropped starting from March. However, the prices of key raw ihaterials still 
maintained high and the production cost further increased. This, according to this report, 
foresees the declining of this round of prosperity 

69. Based upon the above, the Authority concludes that the same gives credence to the 
submissions of the domestic industry about availability of excessive capacities in China. 
Considering the facts that several markets are blocked or seriously restricted for Chmese 
exports of the subject goods coupled with the fact that there is significant excess capacity in' 
China, there is every likelihood that the Chinese exports will continue to be dumped at 
injurious prices into India. The Authority concludes that removal of anti-dumping duties' 
from China at this stage will expose the Indian industry to unfair competition leading to 
continuation/recurrence of injury to the Domestic Industry. 


70. To further assess likelihood scenario, the Authority analyzed tiie data available in 
WTA data source. The Authority notes that the market share of Chinese exports of float 
glass, which includes PUC, to India, was less than 2% of tiie total exports world'over 
throughout the injury period. During July04-June 05, it stood at 1.45% and July05-June 06 at 
1.96%. During POI the same was to the extent of 2.02% of the total exports of Float glass 
made by China. Even in post POI period (Figures available for July 07-March 08), it stood 
only at 2.13% of the total exports made by Chinese exporters to world over. As far as per unit 
price is concerned, the unit export price to India (per SQ. M) has been higher than the unit 
selling price world over. For period July 2004-June2005, July 2005-Jime 2006, July 2006- 
June 2007, and July 2007-March 2008, the average unit selling price to world over has beai 
US$2.85, US$ 2.75, USS 2.53 and USS 3.23 respectively, whereas during the same periods, 
the average unit export price to India stood at USS 3.51, US$ 4.35, US$ 2.83 and US$ 3.62 
respectively. 

70A. The Authority therefore concludes that Chinese exporters have continued to sell the 
subject goods to the Indi^ market with higher dumping margins and the available volumes at 
their disposal are going to result into intrusion into India and dumping is going to intensify 
unless the antidumping duty is increased to the level of existing dumping margins during POI 
or else Chinese exporters are likely to penetrate the Indian markets vrith huge woliunes at 
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prices, at par or even lower Aan the ones cu wl^ich tiacy have heen^expoituig to tfie rest of the 
world. 



Views of the interested particg 


Views of the Domestic Induatiy 

71. Domestic Indtastry h^s ife»sttbrnisskanst ipade for con^tiation and 

focurrence of dumping for the puiposes of.contuiuatioa and fecuirratce of injury as well 
Views of M/s PT Mulia ^lass Indoi^a. ^ / 

72. M/s ^ MuUa: in the investigation, neither participated in 

the oral hemng iior have tiiey made any writt^ submissions On this issue. 

Views of o ther interested 

73. No other interested party has made any submissions in respect of any aspect of the 
present inyestigati^ 

Exaiyma ^nbytheAuthoyi^ 

74. ^ The Authop^ has tak^ note, of various raised ^ the domestic i nd tisfty in 

their subnussions .^d jssue. ^of contmuation of to the dcnnestic indusUy has been 
examined in the light of these arguments made before the Authority. The Aufoority concludes 
that the current dumping margins from Indonesia are negativ^e whereas the same from China 
PR are above deimnitni^,, The Authority Uierej(bm, propeeds.to ei^tne ^.curte^ if 
any, to the demesne industry before proceeding to examine the likelihood ^pects of dumping 
and inji:^ on account of imports from the subj<^,countries. 

Cumulative Assessment of Iniurv 

75. Subject countries in the present investigation are Indonesia and China PR. Annexure 

II of Anti Doping Rules provides that in ca^ more than one coimtry simultaneously 
subjected to .^ti-dumping inve^jgation, the Derignated Aut!K)rity will cumufotively assess 
foe effect of such imports, only when it detennines that («0 foe margin of dtunping establi^ed 
in relation, to the imports fiom each countiy is more thunr two per cent expiessed as 
percentage of export price and foe volume of thc^ imports from each cuunt^ is three per cent, 
foe imports collectively accounts for more than seven per cent of foe import of like article and 
(b) cumid^ve ^sessmerit ,of of in^ports is ap^opriate in light of the conditions of 

competition be^e^ foe imj^rt^lf|aiti(d^ au^the l^e domestic articles. Present investigation 
is a sii^ review investigatiori initiated under section 9A (5) of the Ac^ Die Designated 
Authority therefore, notes that foe various conditions of cumulative assessment willjyiply in 
this investigation. In view of foe above, Designated Authority would cumulatively assess the 
injury and likelihood of continuation and lecurrence pf injury to the domestic industry. 

76. On examination of information^ the Authority finds that the prit^s of foe subject 

goods of foe domestic industry are comparable to price'6f Subject ^oods coining from subject 
coimtries. These have been imported under foe same tariff classification. The user and user 
industry for the Imported product and foe dbmestic'product is thb safoe, ;fte,Authority h^ 
therefore, fotffkl it apprt>^»(e to t^ifoiidativety as^sS foe effect of of fo^ subjwt 




THE GAZETTEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY y fPAirrl—S ec. 11 

goods on the domestically produced like article in the light of conditions of competition 
between the importi^ products and the conditions of competition between the imported 
products and domestic like product. It is appropriate to examine cumulatively the effect of 

injury by imports of subject goods fiom subject countries on the domestic industry in this 
investigation. 

Current Injury and causal link 

77. Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for an objective 
examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped imports 
on prices in the domestic market for the like products; and (b) the consequent impact of these 
imports on domestic producers of such products. With regard to the volume effect of the 
dumped im^rts, the Authority is required to examine whether there has been a significant 
increase in imports, either in absolute term or relative to production or consumption in the 
importing membw. With regard to the price effect of the dumped imports, the Authority is 
required to examine whether there has been significant price undercutting by the dumped 
imports as compared to the price of the like product in the importing country, or whether the 
effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree, or prevent price 
increase, which would have otherwise occurred to a significant degree. 

78. For the purpose of current injury analysis, the Authority has examined the volume and 
price effects of dumped imports of the subject goods fiom the subject countries on the 
domestic industry and its effect on the prices and profitability to examine die existence of 
inji^ and causal links between the dumping and injury, if any.' The Authority notes that 
antidumping duty is also in force on the subject goods being imported from a number of 
countries. Accordingly, the volume and price effect of dumped imports have been examined 
as follows: 

Volume Effect of dumped imports and Impact on domestic Industry 

79. The effects of the volume of dumped imports from the subject countries as well as 
imports from other countries have been examined as follows: 

Import volumes and share of subject countries: 

80. According to the import data submitted by the Domestic Industry, the share of subject 
countries in total imports has increased to 20% during the period of investigation as 
compared to 12% in the base year. In absolute terms also, imports from the subject countries 
have increased to more than three and a half times over the injury investigation period as 
compared to base year. 



Jan 04 to 
Dec 04 

Jan 05 to 
Dec 05 

Jan 06 to 
Dec 06 

July 06 to 

June 07 (POI) 

Imports from Subject 
Countries (MT) 

2067 

4464 

7067 

7239 

Imports from Other 
Countries 

15387 

22357 

20318 

29566 

% Share 

12% 

17% 

26% 

20“/o 


Source: Info drive India Pvt, Ltd. 


81. The Authority concludes that the import data mentioned in the above table and as 
made available from secondary sources is grossly under-reported. It is observed that the 










[smi—^qgi] vig^TFsm: __ 

imports reported by the only cooperating exporter from Indonesia fer exceed the quantities 
r^rted m the data provided by the secondary sources. It is a matter of fact that there are 
^ other ,major producers of subject goods in Indonesia who have not cooperated in the 
investigations. It is apparent that the total imports into India from Indonesia would be much 
higher me exports by a single cooperating exporter. However, in the absence of 
cooperation by other exporters from Indonesia, the Authority has made a conservative 
estimate of total imports by taking into account only the exports made by the cooperating 

p. As regards China, since none of the exporters has cooperated in the investigations and 
in view of me fact that me imports of me subject goods have been grossly under-reported in 
me import da^ me Aumority considered it appropriate to rely upon me data of imports from 
DGCI&S data source. Further imports from omer countries as per 
DGCI&S data source have been considered for volume analysis. The details of imports 
based on me above available data are as under: 


Particulars 

Unit 

Jan 04- 
Dec 04 


Jan 06- 
Dec 06 

July 06-June 
07(POI) 

China 




*** 

- ^ ^ _ 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 


945 

IKSH 


Indonesia 

msam 


*** 

lEEEH 

it** 

Trend 

Indexed 


2257 

4535 

4271 

Total Imports from 
Subject countries 





14889 

Trend 

Indexed 


1322 

1603 

1920 

Imports from Omer 
Countries 


9623 



28642 

Total Imports 



28080 

29253 

43531 

Subject Imports as a % 
of Total Imports 

% 

7.46 

36.49 

42.48 

34.20 

Production (including 
captive) 


leicit 



*** 

Subject Imports as a % 
of Total Production 



6.88 

3.69 

4.25 

Total Domestic Sales 



‘k'itic 


*** 

Total Demand 

msm\ 


491061 

571244 

669157 

Trend 

Indexed 


108 

126 

147 

Subject Imports as a % 
of Total Demand 




2.18 

2.23 

Share of DI as a 
percentage of total 
demand. 

% 


*** 

*** 

*** 


83. The aumority concludes from me above that me imports from me subject countries 
have gone up manifold in me period of investigation as compared to toe base year. At the 
same time, me percentage share of imports from subject countries in total demand has also 
increased from 0.17% in me base year to 2.23% during POL Similarly, toe imports fixwn 
subject countries in comparison to domestic production in percentage terms have also 
increased ^m 0.45% in the base year of toe injury period to 4.25% during POL Even toough 
me quantum of imports in toe period of investigation recedes ixito insignificance in case of 

6r/og-^7 



































































Demand, Output and Market shares 


‘'’® ‘*«=lined, though 

marginally from 97.71 /» durmg base year 2004 to 93.49% during the period of investigatior 

Capacity. Prod uction, etc, of the DomestiV lnj...try 

85. Verified information shows as follows 



UOM 

2004 

2005 

2006 

POI 

Installed capacity 

MT 

*** 


kk* 

kkk 

Trend 

Index 

100 

100 

263.89 

263.89 

Plant Production 

MT 

■k** 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

Trend 

Index 

100 

97 

207 

214 

Capacity utilization 

% 

■kkk 

*** 

kkk 

*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

97 

78 

81 

Production of PUC 

MT 

*** 

*** 


kkk 

Trend 

Index 

100 

86 

195 

203 


86. The above data shows the followings- 


(a) 


The domestic industry significantly expanded the 
are more than 2.5 times of the capacity in 2004). 


capacity in 2006 (the present capacities 


(b) 


The petitioner is in a position to utilize the plant for production 
other goods; 


of subject goods as also 


(c) P*® . domestic industry in respect of product under consideration 

declined m 2005, but mcreased thereafter significantly. Production in period of 
mvestigation was more than double the production in 2004. 


(d) In view of decline in production in 2005, 
detail. The data shows that the decline in 
diversion of capacities for other products. 


the reasons for the decline were examined in 
production in 2005 appears to be because of 


(e) 


M regards capacity utilization, it is noted that the capacity utilization declined over the 
mjury penod. The decline in capacity utilization is in spite of the fact that the imports 
from the subject countries were at prices higher than the domestic price. In other words 
me data does not show that the imports fi*om subject countries have prevented the 
domestic mdustry fi*om increasing capacity utilization. In fact, the domestic industry 
alone had unutilized capacity to the extent of *** MT while imports from subject 
comtnes were just 14889 MT. It also appears that even other domestic producers are 
holdmg unutilized c^iacities. 


(f) Published information shows that M/s. Saint-Gobain India Ltd is further planning 
massive capacity expansion at Bhiwadi. Published news item indicates the company 
m^ds to invest Rs. 1000 crores to set up a greenfield plant having a edacity of 300000 
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87. In view of the above, The Authority could not conclude that in^[) 0 |t from subjert 
countries prevented or are likely to prevent the domestic industry from utilization of their 
capacities. On frie cmitrary, it is found that the domestic industry is holding significant 
unutilized c^iacities far disproportionate to the volume of imports from subject countries. 

Sales* InveHtorics. etc, of Domestic Industry 

88. Verified information shows as follows 



UOM 

2004 

2005 

2006 

POI 

Opening Stock 

MT 


*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

128 

74 

261 

Production 

MT 

*** 

*** 


*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

86 

195 

203 

Domestic sales 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

.*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

99 

151 

159 

Export sales 

MT 



*** 

*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

59 

575 

647 

Captive 

MT 

it it it 

t 

*** 

■ ■- 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

106 

182 

240 

Domestic Sales and 
Captive consumption 

MT- 

it** 

*** 

*** 

* ** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

100 

155 

169 

Closing Stock 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

57 

234 

266 


89. The data shovs« that the domestic sales of the domestic industry declined marginally 
in 2005 and increased thereafter. While demand grew by 47% over the injuiy period, the 
sales of the domestic industry in the domestic market grew by 59%. The d^ with regard to 
captive consumption shows captive consumption grew by about 140%. Thus sales ot the 
domestic industry in the domestic market after including captive consumption grew by about 
69% in a situation where demand for the product incre^ed only by 47%. smes o 

the domestic industry have also shown a significant incre^e (more 500 o). t is a so 
noted that imports from subject countries are negatively undercutting foe pnce in the 
domestic market. Tlius it could not be established that sale of the domestic industry have 
suffered or are likely to suffer because of imports from subject countries. 


Price Effect of the Dumped imports on foe Dom estic Indttsto 

% 

90. The impact on the prices of the domestic industry on account of the dumped imports 
from the subject country has been examined with reference to the price undercufong, pnce 
underselling, price supinession and price depression, if any. For the 
the weighted average cost of production, weighted average Net Sales Reali^ion ^SR) 
the N(m-injuriou& Price (NIP) of the domestic industry have been compared with foe landed 
cost of imports from foe subject countries. 


Price undercutting ^ and undenell ing effects 
Price Undercutting; 
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Views of The Domestic Industry 

9!. The Domestic Industry has submitted that the price undercutting from Indonesia is 
negative as the imports from Indonesia are only for float glass of automotive variety which is 
signific^tly costlier than the other float glass. It is seen that the share of the automotive glass 
or the Domestic Industry is only 1.5% of the total domestic production. The Domestic 
ndustp^ further submits that the price undercutting analysis in case of sunset review 
mvestigahon is not a conclusive indicator as to the likely future behavior of the exporters 
from subject countries. The exporters from subject countries, being in full knowledge of the 
impending sunset review, can always as'a matter of strategy increase their prices or export 

only those types which are costlier in the period of investigation. 

Examination Bv The Authority. 


92. The price undercutting details are given in the table below. The Authority has taken 
note of the submissions made by the Domestic Industry and concludes that price undercutting 
from China is significant, whereas, for Indonesia, the price undercutting is negative. The 
Authoni)' further concludes that the imports made by Indonesia are predominantly float glass 
0 the automotive variety only as was verified during spot verification. In their submissions 
post disclosure, the Cooperating exporter has contested likelihood of continuation by 
referring to non availability of excess capacities to be diverted to India which cannot be taken 
on Its face value in view of the likelihood analysis done in preceding paragraphs. However, 
considering the facts made available, the Authority has done the price undercutting analysis 
by comparing the weighted average net sales realization with the weighted average landed 
value for the subject countries. The landed value for the subject countries is derived by 
adding landing charges and basic custom duty into the CIF prices. 



Unit 

July06-June07(POI) 

Landed value 



Subject countries 

Rs. 

MV 

*** 

China 

Rs. 

/MT 

* A4r 

Indonesia 

Rs. 

MT 

*** 

Domestic Prices / NSR 

Rs. 

/MT 

lit A A 




Price Undercutting 



Subject countries 

Rs. 

/MT 

_^AAA^ 


% 

negative 

China 

Rs. 

/MT 

AAA 


% 

25-30% 

Indonesia 

Rs. 

/MT 

_^AAA^ 

---- 

% 

negative 


Price Underselling ! 




MR?! "m TFTO ; 3^*^ 


\ 


S3 


[MFTI— 


93. The Authority concludes that the landed value of the product under consideration 
from China is much lower than the prices the domestic industry ou^t to have realized on the 
sales of the subject goods. The following table wilTshow the extent to ^ich the diunped 
imports from the subject countries have undersold the domestic prices. 



Unit 

Julv06^nnc071P01) 

Lfunded value 



Subject countries 

RS./MT 

***. 

China 

RS./MT 


Indonesia 

RS./MT 

*** 

Desirable Selling Price / NIP 

Rs. My 

*** 




Price Underselling 



Subject countries 

RS./MT 

, '*** 

China 

RS./MT 

,***> 

Indonesia 

Rs. /MT 



. ■ 


Subject countries 

% 

5-10% ' 

China 

% 

35-40% 

Indonesia 

% 

negative 


Price suppression and depression effects of tite dumped imports : 


Particulars 

Unit 

2004 

2005 

2006 

POI 

Cost of Sales 

RS./MT 

■kifk 

*** 


kkk 

Trend 

Index 

100 

102 

100 

101 

Selling Price 

RS./MT 

•kitit 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

101 

■n 

108 

Landed value from subject countries 

RS./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Index 

100 

mnrm 

112 

106 


94. In order to determine whether imports of the subject goods were 
suppressing/depressing the prices of the domestic industry in the maricet, the Audiority 
considered and examined the trends in cost of production, selling price egad landed price of 
imports from subject countries and other countries. The relevant information is given above. 
The data shows that the selling price increased in 2005 but the increase was less than the 
increase in the cost of productioni Theredter, even though cost of production increased, the 
increase in selling price was more than increase in the cost of production in 2006. During the 
period of investigation, whereas the cost of production was almost in the same region, selling 
price increase, though marginally. Movements in selling pnces were therefore, compared 
with the movements in landed price of imports and it was considered whether imports could 
have forced the domestic industry to reduce the prices. Comparison of seUmg price of die 
dontestic industry with landed price of import given above shows that die imports from 
subject countries were at {uices fru high^ dian the prices of the domestic iudu^. It could 
not be demonstrated that the inmorts could force die dorhesdc ^U^iy to rerhice me {aices in 
the period of inve^gadon 

Other Ecoiiomic Parameters Rating To The Domestic Industiy 
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95. Amiexure II to the Rules requires that the determination of injury shall involve an 
object examination of the consequent impact of these imports on domestic producers of the 
subject goods. Further Annexure II (iv) of the Rules lays down as follows” 

"The examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry 
concerned, shall include an evaluation of all relevant economic factors and indices 
having a bearing or the state of the .industry, including natural and potential decline in 
sales, profits, output market share, productivity, return on investments or utilization of 
capacity: factors affecting domestic prices, the magnitude of the margin of dumping: 
actual and potential negative effects on cash flow inventories, employment, wages, 
growth, ability to raise capital investments. ” 

Examination of other Injury Parameters 

96. Other economic parameters, which could indicate existence of injury to the domestic 
industry, have been analyzed here as follows: 

a. Productivety: The productivity per employee during the period of investigation has 
increased as compared to the base year Jan 04 to Dec 04. Thus, there is no decline in 
the productivity. 



Jan 04- 
Dec 04 

JanOS- 
Dec 05 

Jan 06- 
Dec 06 

July 06-June 
07 (POD 

Production(MT) 





Productivity per day 
(MT) 

*** 


*** 


Trend 

100 

97 

207 

214 

Employees 

*** 


*** 

*** 

Production / Employee 



*** 

iHcUr A • 

Productivity per day 

*** 

•k'kic 

*** 

ifkic 

Trend 

100 

76 

162 

142 


b. Employment and Wages: There is no impact on the number of employees and die 
wages paid to them over the injury investigation period. 



Jan 04- 
Dec 04 

Jan 05- 
Dec 05 


July 06-June 07 
(POD 



AAA 

AA^ 

AAA 

Trend 

100 

127 

127 

150 

Wages Total (Rs. 

Ucs) " 

*** 

AAA 

AAA 

AAA 

Trend 

100 

92 

160 

. 170 


c. Profitability, Return on Investment and Cash Flow: With the imposition of anti¬ 
dumping duties against the subject countries, the prohtability, and return on investment 
as well as cash profit have shown some improvement. However, the same are still far 
below the desirable return the domestic industry ought to earn. 
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r^i—"gogi] 


on capital 


97. Verified information shows as follows 


Particulars __ 


Cost of Sales 


rend __ ' 


Selling Price • ~ 


Trend _.■ 


Profit/Loss ' ■ 


Trend ■ 


Total Profit/Loss on domestic sales 


Trend _ • 


Cash Profit/Loss ___ 


Trend '• 


PBIT ’ _ 


Trend _ . . •. ■ . 


Capital Employed ^ 


Trend _ ■’ ___ 

Retimi on Capital Employed % *** *** - 

Index 100 21 _ 146 I 175 

98. The above data shows that per unit profit of the domestic industry d^Un^ 
significantly in 2005 to such an extent fiiat the domesfie industry suffered los^ in this 
period. Thereafter, the domestic industry couM improve its profit si^ficanfiy in 2006 as 
well as POL 

99. It was found that the landed price of imports were si^fichntly higher^exoept in case 
of China PR) than the selling price of domestic industry. Thus, it could not ^ c<m^u^ that 
the imports forced the domestic industry to reduce its prices in the period of investig^on. 

100. In view of the same, it could not be established that the reasons for decline in profits 

during the period of investigation could be lirfeed to dumped imports. 

101. Return on capital employed and cash flow showed the same trend aathat offa^Jt 
could not be concluded that the decline in cash flow Md lettan <« nivestment dunng the 

period of investigation was because of dnnip^ faH)ott 


msm 

2004 

2005 

2006 

RS./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Index 

100 

102 

100 

RsTMT 

*** 

*** 

dr** 

Index 

100 

101 

106 

Rs.MT 

.(♦♦♦) 

<***) 

*** 

Index 

-100 

-466 


Rs. Lacs 



-*** 

Index 

-100 

-463 

1824 

Rs. Lacs 

dtdr* 


*** 

Index 

100 

82 

175 

Rs. Lacs 

*** 


*** 

Index 

100 

41 

246 

Rs. L^s 

HHIQljiiill 

*** 

*** 

Index 

100 

\MEm 

m 

% 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Index 

100 

21 

146 



Causal Link 

Submissions made bv. the Doaicstic Industi 


102. Domestic Industry has submitted that it is a settled position of taw diat causal IM 
analysis is not requited to be done in sunset reviews. In this connection, toy have idled 
upon the following excerpts fiom to Appeltate Body dedsion in to case of OU Country 

Tubular Goods fiom Mexico (WTyDS282fAB«l dated 2 Noventor 2005): 
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‘7 18. We therefore agree with Mexico that this fundamental principle is expressed in 
Article VI of the GATT 1994 and in various provisions of the Anti-Dumping 
Agreement. The United States does not question this principle per se. However, this 
does not mean that a causal link between dumping and injury is required to he 
established anew in a "review" conducted under Article 11.3 of the Anti-Dumping 
Agreement. This is because the "review" contemplated in Article 11.3 is a "distinct" 
process with a "different" purpose from the original investigation. ” 

"119. The Appellate Body has underlined that "[tjhe nature of the determination to be 
made in a sunset review differs in certain essential respects from the nature of the 
determination to be made in an original investigation", and that "[tjhe disciplines 
applicable to original investigations cannot, therefore, be automatically imported into 
review processes." 

"X. Findines and Conclusions 

219. For the reasons set forth in this Report, the Appellate Body: 

(a) in relation to causation: 

(i) finds that there is no requirement to establish the existence of a causal link 
between likely dumping and likely injury, as a matter of legal obligation, in a 
sunset review determination under Article 11.3 of the Anti-Dumping 
Agreement and that, therefore, the USITC was not required to demonstrate such a 
link in making its likelihood-of-injury determination in the sunset review at issue 
in this dispute:" 

103. The Domestic Industry further submits that there are good technical and logical 
reasons for not applying the requirement of causal link in a sunset review case. Extjsnsion of 
anti-dumping duties is envisaged even if there are no imports during the review investig^on 
period. Further, the test for extension of the period of duties under Section 9A(5) is only to 
examine whether the cessation tff such duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury. 

Examination bv the Authority 

104. The Authority has examined the submissions of the Domestic Industry with regard to 
the significance of causal link in a sunset review investigation. It is important to note that the 
Authority is required to examine the need for continuation of duties; even if there have been 
no imports during the review investigation period. This requirement is very clear from 
Section 9A (5) itself. This has also been the consistent practice of the Authority and is also 
borne out from the jurisprudence on the issue. Thus, it is not mandatory for the Authority to 
apply the criterion of causal link in sunset reviews investigations. Nevertheless, the 
Designated Authority has examined the causal link aspect which is discussed in the following 
paragraphs. 

Volume and Prices from Other Countries : I 

105. It is concluded from the import statistics that the subject goods have been imported 
from other sources at prices similar to those from the subject countries. It has been 
emphasized by the Domestic Industry that the jurisprudence and practice of the Designated 
Authority clearly suggests that causal link is of no consequence in a sunset review. The 
Designated Authority in any case concludes that injury has been caused due to dumped 
imports from China PR and further the current level of spare capacities in the subject 







countries as well as the likely level of prices from the subject countries is a clear indicator of 
likelihood of injury to the Don^estic Industry in the event the anti-dumping duties are not 
extended. . 


106. The Authority concludes! that there is no contraction of demand. On the other hand, 
the demand of the subject goodsi has increased sharply by 47% in the period of investigation 
as compared to the ba^ year. ' liere is also no indication of any change in die consumption 
pattern as is eq)paFent from the Sides pattern of the Domestic Industry.^ 




liMcrs; 


e Pm 




between the Foreiim and Domestic 


107. The Authority conclude 
manner and the same are freely 
among one another and at the 
goods. The price of the Domi 
goods. Moreover, no evidence h 
the conditions of competition 
undergone any change. 


s that import of the subject goods is not restricted in any 
importable in the country. The Domestic Industry competes 
same time competes with the landed prices of the subject 
jstic Industry is determined by the landed price of subject 
Eis been submitted by any interested party even to suggest that 
between the foreign and the dcmiestic paoducers have 


eloDment ofTec 


OiiililTAEjEBTL 


ort Performan 


108. None'Of the interested p^es has raised any issue with regard to technology as being 
the cause of injury to the Dome stic Industry. As regards exports by th^ Domestic Industry, 
the Designated Authority has already segregated the export sdes related data for. the purpose 
of diis analysis. Therefore, it caimot be said that the iiyuiy is being caused or likely to be 
caused by e^qxirts by the Domestic Industry. 

109. Even though the causal link aspects are not significant in a sunset review, the 
Authority has considered the above injury. The Authority having relied upon the same 
inf ormation for likelihood of injury determination also as has been relied upon for likelihood 
of dumping analysis in the pre<jedihg pamgraphs concludes that the scope for diversion of 
subject goods to India at dumfKsd prices from subject countries is established in view of the 
surplus capacities available in the subject countries. Authority further concludes,that the price 
variation between exports to otiier countries from subject countries and prevalent prices at 
which the subject go^s are ex])orted to India is huge. The Authority fiirtiher concludes that 
the subject countries are selling the subject goods to other countries in the world at dumped 
prices and therefore the existing ADD in place is an effective instrument in preventing the 
subject goods being exported to India at dumped prices. 

FINAL FINDINGS ; 

110. Having regard to the contentions raised, information provided ^d Submissions made 
by the interested parties at various stages of investigation including submissions made as 
comments to the disclosure statement, and facts available before the Authority through the 
submission of interested parties or otherwise as recorded in the above findings and on the 
Jiasis of the above analysis ol' the state of cunent and likely dumping and injury and 
likelihood of continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury, the Authority concludes that: 
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i) The subject goods are entering the Indian market at dumped prices and 
dumping margins of the subject goods imported from China PR are substantial and 
above de-minimis. 

ii) The subject goods are likely to enter the Indian market at dumped prices and 
the likely dumping margins in respect of imports from China PR and Indonesia is 
substantial and above de-minimis. 

iii) The subject goods are likely to enter Indian market at dumped prices, should 
the present measures be withdrawn. 

ii) Even though the domestic industry has improved its performance during the 
POI, the withdrawal of the existing AD measure on subject goods from subject 
countries is going to cause a substantial injury to the domestic industry. Further, 
should the present anti dumping duties be revoked, injury to the domestic industry is 
likely to intensify. 

111. Having concluded that the situation of the domestic industiy continues to.be fragile 
and there is likelihood of continuation or resumption of dumping and injury on account of 
imports from Indonesia, if the duties are revoked, and China PR has continued to export the 
PUC to India with higher dumping margins, the Authority is of the opinion that the measure 
is required to be extended in respect of imports from these countries. 

112. Authority, having examined all the submissions made by interested parties, including 
those submitted in response to the disclosure statement, concludes that the quantum of anti 
dumping duty in force need not be revised so far as Indonesia is concerned. Therefore, the 
Authority considers it necessary and recommends continuation of anti dumping duty on 
imports of subject goods from Indonesia at the rates notified vide customs notification no. 
165/2003 dated 12.11.2003, to the extent that duty in respect of PT Miilia Glass, Indonesia, 
shall continue to be US $71.16 per MT, for all other exporters from Indonesia, the same shall 
be US $ 81.21 per MT. So far as China PR is concerned, the Authority recommends 
Antidumping duty of US $ 133 per MT, in respect of all the imports into India, originating in 
or exported from China PR. 

113. An appeal against the orders of the Central Government that may arise out of this 
recommendation shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax Appellate Tribunal in 
accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act. 


R. GOP ALAN, Designated Authority 
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